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return to you, I muſt ſay; after an impartial um 
prejudic'd Peguſal, I-am fax from thinkipg, that 
the Gentleman hath made a juſt Repreſentation 


of the Form of Church Government ſettled by our 


Saviour and his ApoitJes-z or, that he, hath been 
able in any 'meaſure to 2 bis own Mode! from 
what is recorded in the N. 


| | ew-Teflgment, . I cap by 
no. means joyn with the>PubBſher, 0 od in Alis Phe 


face is pleas d tocall the Authors Arguments con- 
—__ 5 an pia . fenfible diere the 
moft part, plaufibly Writ ad tems likely 
enough to draw awry Per 953 nto 1 un- 
happy Miſtakes, that the Author himſelf labours 


good Service, if upon the Book's firſt coming forth, 


any Body had preſently fol low'd it with a ſutable 


Anſwer. And I ſuppoſe, an Anſwer. wdulfd have 
been given to it, with convenient ſpeed, if it had 
not happend in this as ir often does in other 
caſes of the like nature, that even thoſe who wiſh 
the Work done, are lo#th' to be themſelves the 
doers of it, and wait and hope that ſome other 
Perſon of better Capacity, or more Leiſure, will 
undertake it. — But no ſince the Book hath 
been ſuffered (whether for this or for — * 
Reaſons ) to paſs for ſeyeml Menths without any 


Apſwer, perhaps ſome may be d iſpos d to queſtion . 


whether it be expedient to take notice of it; at 
this diſtance of Time, and at ſuch a Jundiure. 
However, Since I obſerve) the Book ts vecom- 


mended as proper to be put into- the harids of thi: 
Lig; ines (you tell me) Numbers of 
* a * Gor itz 


Copies 


this, till you were pleaſed to put your Book into 1 
my hands, deſiring my thoughts upon it. And in 
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9 have been induſtriouſly dif pore g throngh the 
a Town and Country; and this Author (I hear) is 
= lory'd in as unan{werable ; and ſore unwary 
t + Readersf as I faid ) it's probable enough, may be 
3 . captivated with the ſpecious ſhew of Sripture-Ar- 
„ gument he brings - upon theſe Conſiderations, I 
2 Cannot but incline to agree with you in rhigking 
2 it convenient, and not yet out of ſeaſon, to defend 
aur ſel yes, and put into the bands of the Laity ſome 
p 4 Juſt and proper Remarks on the Treatiſe lately 
= _ fecommended to them, For it's better to run the 
e hazard of a few ſevere Cenſures, than by a crimi- 
7 | nal filence to betray ſo important an Intereſt as 
we are engag'd in, and tamely ſuffer any of our 
s too unthinking Children or Neighbours to be ſe; 
f _ duced from what we look upon to be the Order of 


© the Goſpel. Therefore, altho*' I might very 
well excuſe my ſelf from the Task you urge me 
to, by pleading the better ability of others ta 
© undertake it, and the preſſure of my own Aﬀairs, 
© which require my utmoſt Diligence and Applica- 
tion; Feen ſenſible that others will be ready 
to make the ſame Excuſes, I am not willing that 
the conſideration of any private Inconveniencies 
ſhou'd diſcaurage me from attempting to do a 
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or exerciſe your Patience, with Remarks upon 


i every thing of ſmaller Conſequence, that is lia: 
; ble to exception in our Author; but ſhall anly 
& Joan 5 2 take 


C47 


of importance: of which ſort I ſhall mention 


four or five, before I come to that, which is the 


great Deſign of the Book. 


8. 1. The Firſt is in Page 2d. Where he ſays, | 
That the Church, bowever otherwiſe . diſquierted, + 
yet beard little or no noiſe made for above 1400 Tears 
about this point of Church-Government, . fave that 


one AERIUS fartzd a Debate, but bad ſo few to 


ſecond him, that it died with bimſelf and left bis Name 


on Record among HERETICKS. —— Here it's 


worth while to enquire, W HO it was that rankd 
him among Hererticks for his opinion about Church» 
Government? Why truly Epiphanius was the firſt, 
who is generally obſerv'd to have been too warm 


in his Temper, and raſh in his Cenſures, tho' o- 
therwiſe a worthy good Man, —— And then was 


it only for this opinion, that he condemn'd Aerius? 
No indeed; but he charg'd him with Hereſy in 


another Point (which may well render that Fa- 


ther's Judgment ſuſpected) It was his aſſerting 
the Unlatofulneſs of praying for the Dead. Aerius 


appear'd againſt this Superſtition; and Epiphanius 


(a Defender of it) therefore call'd him a Heretick. / 


The Truth is ( as one * obſerves) theſe two 
Hereſies of Aeri4s concerning the Parity of Biſhops 
anl Preſbyters, and the Unlawfulneſs of praying 


for he Dead, are much of the ſame Nature; and 
Epipbanius's Confutation of them both, equally 
Learned and Satisfactory : for it is obſervable, + 
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take notice of ſuch Paſſages as ſeem moſt likelyto 
lead his Readers into wrong Notions, in matters 
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16 | that! in the fame lace where he condemns that 
rs 4 monſtrous Hereſy of the Identity of Order, He 


on | fairly confeſſes, © That by the two Orders of Pref 
he 4 and Deacons a'l Eccleſiaſtical Offices might 
4 be performed. What need then of the Prelate 
2 ie fiercely contended for? To this I ſhall only 
8. add the Words of Learned Biſhop Srillingfleer, 
who ſays, If Acrius was a Heretick for holding 
the Identity of Order, jt is ſtrange that E piphoniies 
mould be the firſt Man that ſhould charge him 
with it; and that neither Socrates, Sozomen, 'The= 
| odorer, nor Evagrias, before whoſe: time he nd, 
8 © ſhould cenſure him for it. And why ſhou'd not 
T3 \ Ferom have been equally animadverted upon, who 
as as"expreſs i in this, as any Man in the World 2 
As to the matter it ſelf (ſays the Biſhop )T be- 
© lie ve upon the ſtricteſt Inquiry, Medina s Judg- 
ment will prove true, ee erom, Auftin, An- 
Hraſe, Sedulins, Primaſius, Cory oftom, Theodover, 
Theophylact, were all of Ariar s Judgment, as to 
the Identity of both Name and Order of Biſhops 
and Presby ters in the Primitive Church 4, To 
- theſe, it is certain, the Biſhop might truly have 
4 prefixed the' Names of Clemens of Rome, and Poly- 
4 carp, two of the moſt ancient and venerable among 
the Fathers. But at this rate ſo many of the Fa- 
thers ( and thoſe too of the higheſt eſteem and 
, n6te ) will be branded with Hereſy, that we ſhall. 
never know hereafter, when we may lay any 
: Streſs upon the Judgment and Authority of. Tg- 
. thers, It was therefore honeltly-and wiſely done 
4 — our Autbor, not to meddle with them in the 
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Proof -wholly upon the Serzprures, of whoſe Au- 
charity there can be no ſuſpicipn. Scripture: Eui. 
dence beſure is ſufficient ; and will be convincing 
to IIS for ever. And if our Auibar ill Succeſs 


in this Attempt, don't prove too great a Diſcour- 


agement, T hope that others of his own Church 
will (for the time to come) imitate the good 
Example he hath ſet. them, in een cloſe. to 
the Scriptures; and not make the Fathers their 
Refuge on all occaſions and place their confidence 
in them - who can by no means be allowed to be 
3 cettain foundation to build upon, Since (as 
Dr. Sherlock: * juſtly obſerves ) they many times 


contradic themſelyes end one another; So that (he 


tells us) it has often made him ſmile, with a 
mixture ef Pity and Indignation, to ſee what a 
great noiſe Roman Diſputants make among Women 
god Childxenand the maaneſt ſort of People, with 
Satstions out of Farbers and Councils , whom 
they pretend. to be all on their ſide .. But were 
the Aatbority of Farber s of ten times greater weight 
than it is, yet but very few, even among the 
Learntd,( eſpecially-.in this remote part of the 
Earth) ever have any opportunity fully to inform 
themſelves, what their Judgment was. And I 
can never think it wile or ſafe to put a Contro- 
verſy of any importance, on ſuch. a Foot, as that 
a few Learned Mam may contradict one another at 
eaſure, and all the World befide want either 
carning, Bookor Leiſure, to examine thorowly 
who ſpeaks tile Truth, and who denies it. 
1 —— — Cn Womens EOS 
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preſent Controverſy, but to found his ſuppoſed 
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I ſhall only add, with. reſpect to the for, 
, | fey that as all the Fathers abovemen 
were plainly of opinion, that Biſhops: and! Preys 
: byters were not two diſtinet Orders. nor inveſſed 
with any different Powers, by Divine Inſtitutions 
and às many other Fathers might have the fame 
2 Sentiments, who have not left their Opinions upe 
on Record about it; and as ſearce any) Body of 
great Antiquity (except ſvch-whoſe Writings ate 
| known to have been ſhamefully corr * 
much as ſeems to be otherwiſe: minded; ſo it is 
very certain, that almoſt. the whole Gh 
| Church, both Froteſtant & as were of the 
2 opinion, about the time of the eſt ue er- 


i 8.2. What the Mind of the Romeniſtr then: ah); 
may be learn'd from Biſhop Burnet's Hiſſory | 
the Reformation, which tells us, * That it was the | \ 
common Style of the Age, to 1 Priefls & Bbg 
4 tbe ſame Offices. —— and from Dr. Wilket's Sy» 
nopſis \Papifani f. where he proves from the Papal 
| Drcreee, that the Romaniſts held 2 Minifiers 
| indifferently zo be tbe ApoRRles Suceeflers. 
| -.figarn, That the Proteflants, -wherher- ef the 
; church of England; or of Foreign Churches, were all 
0 in the ſame Opinion, i no leſs: certain, 
wo our Aarbor may egen to th car: 


i * for the Church of England; the Generality of 
5 it's Biſhbps and Divines, from the 

the Reformation, fora long while ( rs wall koown) 
expreſly Aci, the Neceffty dad Divine Bight 
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of 


n 
efiÞicerfin Epiſcopa ey!; and dwn'd the Ehren 1 
Chur cher, who were bout it, to be true Churches | f 
of CHRIST: 1 411 0.10 9 I 
in the Days of Rig Henr Y che 8th, when Things f 
were tend ing to 4 Rifer ma; The Book enti- 
tuled, The 1nſtication'sf the Chriftian Man ( which 


was compiled by the Body of the Clergy, approv- 4 
ed Uu boch Houfes of Parliament, and publiſhd 
byrthe King's Command) expreſly ſays, In No | 
e Pate mintio falla eſt aliorum Graduum 
ear Difliationum in Ordinibus, fel Diaconorum- ve! 
Min rorum, er Preſbyrerorum fi five Epiſcoporum: : 
That 3s, In the New Teftament; ' there's no 
3 mention of any other Degrees or DiſtinQions i in 
Orders, but of Deacons or Miniſters, and Preſ- 7 
echter or Biſhops! —— In the Reign of King 
Eduard che 6th; Arch-Biſhop Cyanmner, in his An- 
ſwer to the Kin ges Queſtions 0 approved by. the 
other Biſhops. )- hath: theſe Words, The Biſhops | 
and Rriefts . ar one time, and were not tub Things, 4 
butborb one Office, in tbr beginning of Chriſt's Religi- 1 
an , Upon the-Revival: of the Reformation, at 
Queen Eliſabeihis coming to the Crown, the learn- 
ed Biſhop ei! delivers the like Acknowledge- 4 
menty — as his ow private opinion, but as the 
Senſe of the Church of England In St. Frrams 
time (faith he) aticre were Metropolitune, Archb- 
Biſhops, Arch-Deacons, and others: but Cbriſt ap- 
poi ed” not thele Pininctiobs of Orders from the 
Beginning. Theſe Names are not found ini all 
the Seip tures. ) This 35-tbe!Thing we defend. St. 
7 fiith, * Sejant(Epiſcopi: &c. Let Biſhops nere 
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cc now obtained ”. Thus Bp. Jewel. 


3 „ 

tand, that they are in Authority over Prieſls more 
by CUSTOM, than by Order of God's Truth; 
and that they ought to govern the Church in common, 


Again, Ferom ſaith, Iden eſt &c. A Frieſt is the 


ſame with a Biſhop ; they are both one thing; ond 


the Churches were at fir govern'd by the common 
Advice of the Prieſis.— The Biſhop cites, Eraſmus 
© faying, Id Temporis idem erat Epiſcopus, Sacerdos, 


& Preſbyter : Theſe three Names (Biſhop. Prieſt 


3 and Presbyter ) were at that time ( Jerom's ) all 
ont. — He alſo alledges that of Aſtin, Secundum 


honorum vocabula, que jam Eccleſie uſus obti nuit, 


Epi ſcopatus Presbyterio major eſt. The Office of 
4 < 2 Bithop is above the office of a Prieſt (not by 
e Autboriay of Scriptures, but) after the Names of 


& Honour, which the Cuſtom of the Church hath 


— 


Fea, Archbiſhop Whizgrfe himſelf, ſpeaking of 
the Government of the Church of England by 
Biſhops in his Time, Tays ||, © It is well known, 
« that the manner and form of Government uſed 
c in the Apoſtles time, and expreſſed in the Scrip- 
cc ture, is not now obſerved ; but hath — been 
cc altered: neitber do I Anow ( ſaith he) any 
„ learned: Man of a contrary Fudg ment. os 


. 


And indeed at the Reformarian, Prelacy was 
= eſtabliſh'd in the Church of England, on a very 
different Foot from that of Scripture-Inſtitution. 
For not only in King Henry the VIII's Reign, but 
likewiſe in King Edward the VIS, the Biſhops 
took out Commiſhons from rhe Crown, by which 
they were to hold their Biſhopricks only during 
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the King's pleaſure, and were impowered in the 
King's name, «s his Delegates, to perform all the 
parts of the Epiſcopal Function and Arch-Biſhop 


* Cranmer, (that excellent and holy Martyr) ſet © 
an Example to the Reſt in taking out one of 
them *. So that in thoſe Days, they made them no 
other than the King's Minifters,as Dr. Heylen him- 


ſelf confefleth f. 


I think theſe Things are ſufficient to ſatisfy any - 
Man, that the Church of Exgland never pretended : 
Dioceſan Epiſcopacy to be of Divine Inſtitution, 

before the Reign of King James the Firſt. And 
even in that Reign, matters were not carried ſo 
high, as to deny the Validity of Ordination by : 
Presbyters. © For when ſome that had been or- 
„ dain'd by mere Presbyters, offer d themſelves * 
(in King Fames's time) to be conſecrated - 


% Biſhops in the Church of Scotland, Dr. Andrews 
* ( Biſhop of Ey) moved this Queſtion, Whether 
they ſhowed not firſt be Epi ſcopally Ordain'd Preſ- 


ec byters, that they might be capable of being admit- 
ted into the Order of Biſhops ? But Archbiſhop 


* 


* Bancroft ( a moſt rigid Aſſertor of Epiſcopacy ) 
* an{wered, There was no need of it, ſince Ordina- 
tion by Presbyters was valid. The Biſhop of EH) 
yielded; and immediately without repeating 
* their Ordination as Presbyters, they wete con- 
* ſecrated Biſhops ||. — It was an obſervation 


'- _ of our famous Mr. Davenport, 1 That the Claim 


of Apoſtolical Inſtitution, or Divine Right, was 
what King James himſelf (whether out of Poli- 


£ OT TT — — . — — — 
* Burnet's H ſt Reform, Abridg. Edit. 4. pag. 274. Hiſt. Edw VI. 
| { H:chman's Apol. pag. 5 by Kir Pierce, Vind. 
Part k. pag. 167, f Climcl"s Charter, pag. 79. 
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cy, which he call'd his King-Craſt, or out of his 

inſight into the Scripture ) wou'd not ſuffer them 

to pretend in his time. 3 3 
I ſhall only add here; I cannot learn whether 

there has been even in England, to this very Day, 

= properly any publick and expreſs Aſſertion of the 

Divine Right of Prelacy, either by Parliament or 

' Z Convocation. I think no ſuch thing can be found 

either in the Thirty nine Articles, or in the 
» Homilies, or in the Form of Ordination, or in the 

Common prayer- Boo &c, . Unleſs it may be tho's 4 
contain'd in the Preface to the Book of Ordination, 

2 where there's a Hint that ſeems to carry ſuch an | 

' 2 Aſpect ; but believe will appear too ſlender a | 
Foundation, to build much upon, in the preſent 

2 Caſe : eſpecially if we remember Who were the | 

chief Compilers of that Book; and what Reaſon | 
we have (from what has been already obſerv d) 
to conclude, They were of the Judgment, That 
7 Priefs and Biſhops are by GO D's Law one and the 
7 ſame, and that the Epiſcopal Dignity is rather by | 
7 Cuſtom, than by Divine Iuſtitution.— Ard tis 
27 memorable, that the lower Houſe of Convocation 
taking occaſion ( Decemb. 11.1702. ) to ſend to the 
upper Hovſe a Declaration for the Divine Right, 
it gave Offence, They were accus'd of aſcrib- 
ing too much to Epiſcopacy : and many of their 

own Body diſſented, upon this ground, that, how- 

ever true the Doctrine might be, yet they queſti- 

2 oned the LEGALILY of afjerting it, being appre- 

henſive of the danger of making any Declaration 

of that Nature, in Convocation, Without a Ra- 

7 Licence. — Upon this the Aſſertors beg'd rhe 

- Billwps to take the Doctrine into their mature 

| | EC 3 Con- 
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<< nur, Hufs, Luther, Calvin, Brentius, Bullinger, 


* many, the Netherlands, Hungary and Poland. 


_ greateſt and woſt conſt lerable part of the Reformed 


[12] -” 
Confideration, and to ſupport it, and diſcourage 
the contrary. But ſuch was their Lordſhips wiſe 7 
Caution, that they wou'd not comply with their 
Deſire, and even reſus'd to ſatisfy them, that they e 
did not diſſent from them in this point |. And TI 
know not whether fince that time there has been 
any ppblick and legal Eftabliſhment of the *fore- 3 
ſaid Doctrine. er al WF 


And now. as to the Judgment of the Proteſtants ar 
of Foreign Churches, Dr. John Reynolds (the Ora- 31 
F 

2 


cle of the Univerſity in his Day ) ſhall be my 


Voucher, who tells us in his Anſwer to Sir Francis 

Knowles, © That they who for this Five Hundred t. 
5 Years have been induſtrious in Reforming the 
Church, have tho't that all Faftors ( whether 
** calPd Biſhops or Presbyters) have, accord ing to 
* the Word of GOD, like Power and Authority. 
** Beſides Biſhops, & Profeſfors, and other learn- 
© ed Reformers and Martyrs of our own Nation; 
* he inſtances in the Waldenſes, Marſilius-Patavi- 
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& Muſculus, &c. And afterwards he avers it to 
* be the common opinion of the Reformed 
“ Churches in Switzerland, Savoy, France, Ger- 


This of Dr. R-yno/ds's is a very comprehenfive 
Teſtimony * And yet our Author is pleaſed to 
ſay (Page 2d ) That at the Refqrmation . the 


Church, retained ihe ancient Order & Govefnment : 1 
which indeed is very true, if rightly underſtood; * 
EEE eo-— | 
id. Calamy's rag. vol. I, pag. 637, GC 
Cal. Def. part 1, p. 89. 1 


but if he means (as, if he intends any thing te 
mis purpoſe by it, he muſt mean) to perſwade 
his Readers, that the greateſt part of the Reform- 
ed Churches retained Biſhops, as an Order of Men 
by Divine Inſtitution diſtin from and ſuperior 
to Presbyters, This I think is a great Miſtake, as 
Zhath been already (I ſuppoſe ) ſufficiently proved. 
However it is a Miſtake which 1 have ob- 

ſerved (with ſome ſurprize ) ſeveral of the E- 
piſcopal Writers boldly running into: the rea- 
ſon of which, I preſume is, That in ſome of the 
Foreign Proteſtant Churches Titular Biſhops were, 
and till are retained. I hope therefore, if not 
to hinder this Miſreprefentation from being ob- 
truded on the World any more, yet to prevent 
it's being a Snare to ſome, by proving from their 
oꝛon Authentick Writings, that thoſe Foreign 
Churches ( tho* they keep up the Name, yet) 
look upon a Biſhop as nothing more than Primus 
inter Pares, a ſort of #anding Moderator among 
his Brethren 3 and that they allow no Power to 
7 2 Biſhop (as of Divine Inſtitution) which they 
deny to Presby ters. | 

The Truth of this will be as clear as the Sun 
to any Body, that will be at the pains to conſult 
the Harmony of their Confeſſions, It would be 
* tedious to cite Paſſages from them all. I ſhall 
therefore only mention the Words of the Con- 
feſſion + ſet foremoſt, (with which all that re- 
tain'd a nominal Epiſcopacy do agree) which are 
full to my purpoſe, and run thus; — Data eff 
omnibus in Eccleſia Miniſtris una & æqualis Fu- 
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reſten 


»- 


ö . | ; 
teſtas ſive FunTia, Certe ab Initio Epiſcopi & Presse 


« ſame and equal in all. Certainly in the begin- 
& ning the Biſhops and Presbyters did with a com- 
% mon Conſent and Labour govern the-Church. 


One did not lift up himſelf above another, nor | 
« uſurp a greater Power or Authority ; —— | 


« Notwithſtanding for Order's ſake, ſome one 
« of the Miniſters called the Aſſembly together, 
« propounded the matters to be conſulted upon 
« in the Meeting, alſo gathered the Sentences 
« (or Judgments ) of the Reſt ; and finally took 
« Care, as much as in him lay, that there might 
“ ariſe no Diſorder * ---- So that it appears ve- 
ry plainly, that thoſe Churches abroad, which 


retained the Name of Biſhops after their Refor- 


mation, yet acknowledged no Superiority, or Diſ- 
tinttion of Powers & Orders, among the Miniſters 
of CHRIST. Ea: 
I ſhall only ſubjoyn here a Teſtimony or two. 
Dr. 8til/ing fleet in his Irenicum (Pag. 411.) hav- 
ing enumerated many Proteſtant Cities & Places, 
whoſe Church- Government is in the hands of 
Superintendents, adds upon it, ---= © All theſe 
«& acknowlege no ſuch thing as a Divine Right 
„ of Epiſcopacy, but ſtifly maintain Feron's opini- 
* on of the primitiveEquality of Goſpel-Miniſters. 
And in the Account of Denmark, for the Year 
1692 (ſaid to be written by the Lord Mole/- 
worth) I find theſe Paſſages; There are 


** ( ſays he) Six Superintendents in Denmark, 


** Who take it very kind ly to be call'd Biſhops and 
E my 


byt eri Ecclefiam communi opera gubernarunt : nul 
las alteri ſe prætulit, &c. © The Power or Office 
« given to the Miniſters of the Church, is the 


or}. „ 
„e ny Lord. There are (he adds) alſo Four iff 
« Norway. Theſe (he obſerves) have no Tempo · 


— : 


4 « ralities ; keep no Eccleſiaſtical Courts; have 
6 no Cathedrals, with Prebends, Canons, Deans, . 


« Sybdeans, c. But are only Prim! inter Pa- 
g res; having the Rank above the inferior Clergy, 
J< and the Inſpection into their Doctrine and Man- 


g ners. And the Biſhops in Sweden are in the 


like Condition, Writers ſpeak very diminutively 
of their Power. The Author of the Preſent State 


f Europe for the Year 1705. obſerves, They re · 
I tain littie more than the Name, and a bare prima» 


ry ſort of Superiority over the other Superintens 
dents ; the Eſtabliſhing of the Latheran Reli- 
gion having deprived them of the Eccleſiaſtſtal 
Juriſdiction, which they exerciſed before the Re- 
e bows wt 3, 

In fine, Let me add a Hint relating to the 
Church of Scor/and, which is too excellent a 
Branch of the Reformation to be omitted. ' Great 
Pains have been taken by ſome to make the firſt 


Reformation there look as if it had been Epiſcopal; 


becauſe for a while there were Biſbops; and be: 


cauſe there were Superintendent appointed for 


the Direction of the Church-Affairs. But if we 
look into the Hiſtory of thoſe Times, we ſhall find 


that the Biſhops were abtruded upon the Church, 
by the Court; and the Superintendents were only 


a temporary Expediænt, for the neceſſity of the Day, 
appointed by ſuch too as were moſt Anti- Epiſco- 
pal in their Judgment. And (what is worth obs 


ſerving) the Superintendents and Biſhops. were 
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both in ſubjection ro the Aſſembly of Miniſters. -- 
So that notwithſtanding them, it appears that at 
the Reformation the Church of Scotland was Anti 
Prelatical. They that would ſee this matte 
argu d, may conſult the Learned Mr. Jameſon's Na. 
Stanzent Querela ; with a late Book entituled 
Memoirs of the Church of Scotland t, where it is 
particularly debated, and ſet in the cleare 
Light. „ | 


T have now ſaid enough (T ſuppoſe ) to refuteſi 


our Author's Miſtake, when he inſinuates, Tha 
the greateſt Part of the Reformed Church retain: 
ZZ.... ̃ tne 503707 


F. 3. The next Paſſage I ſhall take notice of, is in 
the 5th. Page, where our Author fays, Perhaps 
ef tbe bottom tis none of ibe leaſt Prejudices againſi 
Epiſcopacy, that they of that Per ſwaſion have general. 


2 afſjeried the' JUST RIGHTS and PREROGA- 


TIVES of PRINCES, ---- and accordingly  bave 
maintained the Doftrines of NON-RESISTANCE 
and PASSIVE OBEDIENCE, Cc. Now, This 


is à Conjecture, I believe, the Gentleman had 
much better have let ſlept in his own Boſom ; 
for, as he had no occafion to expoſe it, ſo I think 


it will be far from doing him or his Cauſe any 
Service. In ſhort, I know of no judicious Diſ- 
ſenters, that plead for the Doctrine of R2/elence, 


any further than it muſt be afſerted by all, who 


can heartily thank GOD for our glorious Deliver- 


a nce from Fopery, and arbitrary Power by the late 


King WILLIAM blefſed Memory; and for the pre- 


— — — 
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ert. f. Sel. 8. f Pag: 46. 81. 
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ent bappy Settlement of the Britiſh Croton in tbe il. 
- . Houſe of HANOVER : and thus far 1 
am ſure the Church of 'Eng/and hath, and ftill-does- 
generally concur with us in aſſerting it; unleſs -_ 
OCCASIONAL PERJURY is much more prac- 
tiſed by ſome ſort of Perſons, than ever Occaſi- 
onal Conformity was by others. If therefore our 
Author ſtrains his beloved Doctrines of Non-Re- 
ſiſtance and Paſſive Obedience, ſo far as to ſtrike at 
tel the Revolution and preſent Settlement, I ſuppoſe. 
| the Church of England will boaſt little of ſuch a 
Defender, and her Rive/-Government:( as He is | 
1 pleas'd to call it) will leſs envy her ſuch a Cham- 4 
pion. But if the Gentleman holds theſe Do&rines — | 
of in ſuch a {ized Senſe, as is conſiſtent with his 4 
being a Leyal Subject to his preſent Majeſty, King 
"| GEORGE, then the Diſſenters and He are much 
fi better agreed in the Point of Givil Government, 
than He ſeems willing to have the World imagin; 
„and there appears no juſt Foundation för the 
above- mention d Cenſure. Tho' I: muſt confeſs,” 1 
EY cannot but cloſe with another Remark, that fol- 
5% lows. it, viz. It's certain, there is toa much 'of a 
1 CARNAL and WORLDLY Spirit, that keeps this: 
Debate (about Church-Government ) ſo long alive: 
axd there is little hape it will die, till Chriftians he 
more animated withibe true Spirit and Temper ibe 
| Goſpe/.--- But on which Side the Fault lies chicflys 
GOD knows. I would humbly fay, in this Caſe, 
as Dauid to hs Father Saul, Let the LORD be 
Judge; and judge berwen Me and Thee! + 
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A 8.4. 1 ſhall take Notice of one thing more (tho? | 
it comes in bete à little out of Place) before 1 
FFC om I pro- 
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proceed to that which is the grzar Piar in Con- 
tioverſy ; becauſe I would not be interrupted in 


as . 


the conſideration of that, by turning aſide to 


ekamin any incidental Paſſages foreign to it. The 


Thing I refer to, is what our Azzbor tells us, 
Page 12. That the DEACONS, whoſe Ordina- 


* tion we have an Account of in the 6th Chapter 


of the Aits, were inveſied with ſome ſhare of frbe 
Apoſtolic Office, particularly of Preaching & Bapniſing, 
es well as managing the Public Stock of ibe Church. 
Now I might here obſerve the Limirarion of this 
Epiſcopal Deacon to Preaching and Baptiſing; and 
might ask the Reaſon, Why he may'nt likewiſe be 
allow'd to adminiſter the Lord's Supper? For it 
ſhou'd ſeem, They whoſe bufineſs it is to diſpenſe 


one Seal of the Covenant, muſt certainly have 


Authority to diſpenſe the other too. If. not, 
where's the Rule or Reaſon, for the Divifion of 


them? But not to inſiſt on this. One wou'd 


a little wonder how our Autbor ſhou'd fall into 
this unaccountable Notion, fince he himfelf tells 
us (in the foregoing Page) That the OCCA- 
SION, DESIGN and MANNER of Inſtituting 
this New Order is FULLY fer down in the ſame 


Chaper ; and there is nothing there concerning 


either of theſe, that can give a Man the leaſt Suf- 
picion of ſuch a Thing. What rhen he founds 


His opinion in this matter upon, ſeems to be what 


he mentions preſently; That he ſoon after finds 
Philip preaching and baptiſing at Samaria; and Ste- 
Phen diſpating and doing greut Wonders and Miracler 


among ihe People. And becauſe he finds one Dea- 
con diſputing, and another preaching and bapiiſſ, 


He thence unadviſedly concludes, i# cannôt be 
ef e d4aoubted 


. doubted, but that they and all tbe Reſt, han we 
haue nothing upon Record, were inveſted (by vir- 
tue of their Ordination to the Office of Deacon.) 
with Authority to preach and baptiſe; notwith- 
ſtanding, from the f Account we have of the 
occaſion, deſign and manner of their 1nftirution, 
nothing more evidently. appears, than that the 
whole and only Buſineſs, they were ordained for, 
vas to ſerve Tables, — Now, if this Reaſoning 

will ſexve the Turn, it would be the eaſieſt thing 
in the Wor 


in Id, by an Argamens exactly parallel, 
to deſtroy the foundation of aur Autbor's Diſtincti- 
on between Biſhops and Presby ters, and all he 
hath built upon it, together with it; and ſo di- 
patch all the Remainder of his Book in two or 
these ts anc 7 
For, if we may truſt him, page 46, he finds 
Jamec the Fuſt, who( He tells us, ſome ſuppoſe.) 
might be one of the Jo, advanced to the APOSTOLIC 
Order. From whence (to imitate his way of argu- 
ing) it cannot be doubted but that this Fames, & 
all the: Reſt. of the 7o, were by virtue of their 
Commiſſion (Luk. 10.) inveſted with the Apaſ- 
tolic Power and Authority ; although from 
that Chapter in which we have a Vull ac- 
count of the occaſion, deſien, and manner of ſending 
forth the-70, nothing more appears, but that the 
whole Buſineſs they were commiſſion'd to, was 
only to preach the Goſpel, heal the Sick, and caſt 
out Devils. And ſo, by our Author's own method 
of reaſoning, the 70 will be of the ſame Office 
and Order with the Apoſtles; and the whole De- 
ſign of his Treatiſe will be ſuperſeded. —— Bur | 
not to inſiſt on the Deſtructiveneſs of this Argus 
i RE 
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ment of our Author's to his whole Book beſides : 
the plain Truth of the Caſe is this; That, after 
the Ordination of Philip to the Office of a Deacon, 
it pleaſed GOD to advance him ( and he might do 
ſo by others of his Brethren likewiſe, for ought 
we know) to an Office of greater Uſefulneſs and 

Honour, and ſend him to preach the Word and Bap- 
tiſe; for which he had the Warrant of the Holy | 
Spirit, which enabled him to caſt out Devils and 
heal Diſeaſes, in teſtimony of his Miſſion from 
GOD. { AR. 8. 6, 7.) But ſurely this is no War- 
rant to Deacons in our days, ( who are not under 
the immediate direction of the ſame Spirit) to 
pr:ſume to do the fame things. ee 5 
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The Office, which Philip was promoted to, was 
that of an Evangeliſt. We read (Act. 21. 8.) of 
Philip the Evangoliſt, which was one of the Seven, that 
is, one of the ſeven that were appointed to ſerve 
Tables, Act. 6. Philip, who was originally a Dea- 
con, in proceſs of time, and it's like pretty ſoon 
became an Evangeliſt. Having for ſome time ꝝſed 
the Office of a Deacon well, He purchaſed to himſelf 
a @ good Degree, and merited a higher Station in 
the Church. Our Author owns the Deacons to be 
inferior to Presby ters; to the ſeventy and others 
of tberr Order (as he ſpeaks) who he ſays go by 
the name of Prophers in a Goſpel-ſenſe, Miniſters 
of the Word; Pafors, and Teachers, and Evan- 

geliſts. All theſe he makes to be but various 
Appellations of the ſame Order of Men, thar is, 
Presbyters ;, as will appear to every one that reads 
his 13th and 14th Pages, however inconfiſtently 
he may afterwards expreſs himſelf, He —_— 
ng» Term theſe 


fab t ooh an act od J ö a. i - 4 
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& Order from the Apoſtles, and from the Deacons: 
inferior to the Apoſtles, and ſuperior to the Dea- 


man lays it down for an indiſputable Maxim elſe- 


were Presbyters and Deacons ; the ſuperior Office 


or Order including the inferior; yet not vice 


verſa. Every Teacher (he tells us) was not an 
Apoſtle: We may add; Nor was every Deacon 


a Teacher, by the ſame Rule, the inferior Order 
or Office not including the ſuperior. According 


to his own Principles then, at the time when 
Philip is ſtyl'd an Evangeliſt, he muſt be a' Presby- 
ter ( or of the Order of the ſeventy) and ſo ſu- 
perior to a Deacon. And it is more than probable, 
that Philip received his preferment before his go- 


ing abroad and diſpenſing the Word and Sacra- | 
ments in Samaria. What tho? there's no mention 


made of any ſecond Ordination he had for this 


End ! Yet ſince he is expreſly ca!d an Evangeliſt, 
and did the Work of an Evangelift ; our Autbor's 


own Principles will oblige him to ſuppoſe, that 


the Deacon did not of bis own Head take upon 


him to execute the higher Office of an Evangeliſt 
or Prophet; but was  impower'd by . ſome ve 
Commiſſion from the Apoſtles, (who had before 


ordain'd him a Deacon) or elſe that he had an 
| extraordinary and immediate Call from GOD. 
And let him chuſe which of theſe he will, it is 


equally deſtructive to the Pretences of his Epiſco- 
Pal Deacon, who ( by virtue of an Ordination to 
this inferior Office only ) preſumes to Bapriſe & 
ccc 


theſe Trachers & Evangelifts to be 2 diſtintr Office 


cons, as in the Pages refer d to. Now this Gentle- 


where (pag. 13, & 56.) That altho' all Apoſtles 


and what truly a Presbyterian Deacon ( However 


deſpis'd by the Adverſary, and however they 


would ſcoff at him for any. ſuch Pretences) might 
perform as warrantohly as the Church of England. 
Deacon. I have ſome where met with it, That 


4 High- flying Worthy once call'd a preaching 


Biſhop, a preaching Coxcomb. Methinks this might 
with much more. propriety be apply'd to the 
Preaching Deacon; a thing which the Scriptures 
know nothing of. I am ſure there's no Counte- 


nance for it from the Caſe of Philip. Much leſsfl 


from the Caſe of Stepben, the Proto-Martyr; for, 


{ſuppoſe bi to have done all that Philip, did, we 


muſt couclude then he had the like P referment, 
and did not act in the Capacity ot a Deacon (or 
an Officer inferior to a Presbyter) but of a Ai. 


niſter of the Word, as well as Philip. Yet ſince 


Stephen did nothing but what (conſidering the 
extraordinary Gifts and Graces, which many other 
Believers beſides Miniſters, had in thoſe Days; J 
Jay, fince he did nothing but what) a comma 
Chriſtian, in the like caſe, might have done, the 
Argument from him appears ſo much the weaker 
and more groundleſs * 


4 


I'm ſure the Hiftory of the Primitive Iꝝſtitution 


of Deacons, in the 6th Chap. of As, makes very 


clearly againſt the preaching Deacon. The. Evi- 


dence there againſt him ſhines ſo bright at the ve- 
ry firſt View, that it is a wonder how any who 
are not Slaves to an Hypothelis, can ever liſp a 
Word in his Favour. It is very obvious, The A- 


poſtles (who had hitherto ſuſtained that Care 
chiefly ) judged the ſerving of Tables an intolerable 
Burden to them, and what they con'd not attend 
HHC ööͤöWep "wu 
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ü nrhout neglecting too much' their better and 


ore proper Work, the Miniſtry of rhe Werd. 
is not Reaſon (ſay they) this we ſhould? leave 


lh Word of GOD, and ſerve Fables. And there- 
Sore they inſtituted an inferior Order of Men, to 


trend THIS BUSINESS (of ſerving Tables) 
hat ſo the Preachers of the Goſpel (being dif-. 
harged from thiß heavy incambrance ) might 
ive thenſelves continually to Prayer and to the Mi- 

bi/ry of tbe Word ;, which being eſſential parts of 
he Minifterial Office, they durſt nor delegate 
heſe (however difficult) unto others ro per- 
orm for them. From whence we may very fea- 
onably conclude, when Philip was ſent by | the 
pirit to preath and baptiſe, that he was unloaded 
his former cares & labours as a Pœacon, in order 
o his more clofely attending to his new Work: 
nd ſome other Perfon, doubtleſs was ordained 
if m5 were-occafion for it) to ſerve Tables in 
And yet further to confirm my point, we may 

dſerve;.that the: Apoſtolical Pirections concem- 


Ing Deacons, exactly harmonize with the Tenout 
"Wi the Inſtitutien- In 1 Epiſt. to Tim. 3 Chap. 
0 he Apoſtle gives ſome Rules about Deacons, and 


dates rheir neceſſtry Qualifications N 
a 


rich 4% 6. 3.) none of which have any ſpeci 

mmediate Reference to the Work of Preaching: 
A tho in the fame Chapter where the Apoſtleiis 
Feſeribing the other Order of Men, rhe Byhops'ior 
Fresby ters, he ſets it dewyn as one eſſenti al firoke! 
; "their Character, that they: be apt to teach ( abde: 


o teach others, and by found Hociii uns bob to chr. 
ind convince ie Gainſa pers, as he elſewhere en- 


_ plains 
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plains himſelf) which we may well aſſure out 
ſelves, wou'd have been preſcribed as a neceſſary 

qualification of a Deacon likewiſe, if it had been 
the Will of GOD, that Deacons ſhould ordinarily 
be Preachers of the Word. But in ſtead of that, 
He only requires that thoſe of this Order ſhould 
be Men of Piety, Prudence, Gravity, Temperance, 
Generoſity and the like. 1 hope therefore 
none of our Deacons, that are ordained (as I with 
they all were when they have firſt been probed ), 
will be drawn to doubt, whether they be of Apo 
 tolical Inſlitution, only becauſe they are not called 
upon to Preach ; fince ?tis plain it never was the 
Will of GOD they ſhould, but that they give 
_ themſelves to the Miniſiry off Tables, the Lord's 
Table and the Pocr's /; as the Church of England 
in her Ordination, explains it; declaring there, 
That it appertains to ibe Deacon's Offce ta aſſiſt the 
Preshyter in difiribution of the holy Communion, glad. 
ly and willingly to ſearch for the Poor, the Sick and 
„ that they may be relieved : Praying 
that they may be modeſt, humble, and con ſtant in 
 #beir Miniſtrationn r 
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But thus much for the Deacons. 


1 1 
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JI proceed now to conſider, with our Author, 
the Order and Government ſetled by CHRIST and 
bis. Apoſiles in the Church. And here the Gentle- 
man's principal deſign is to prove, that there 
were two diſtin& Orders of Goſpel-Miniſters in- 
ſtituted by CHRIST himſelf; a Superior Order 
now commonly called Biſhops, inveſted with Au: 
. eberity to govern the Church, and ordain proper 
| Officers in it, as well as to preach the Word 5 
1 ä ad- 
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principal deſign; for as to the Order of Deacons, 
which was inſtituted. by the Apoſtles, he well ob- 
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$. 1. In proſecution of what 1 have aid ta he 


wie cannot be ſure that our Saviour's Prayer o 


[267 


were inferior to hed N but he menti ge 
the 70 only tranſiently, and ſpeaks doubrfully of 
their ſubor#inarion to the Twelve. Fer Prange. 
Hſtas, eos re. git guum dignitare eſſent Apoſl 
tolis mindres,, 201 'Qnales fi werun Lucas, Timo- 
theus, &c. ac F R881 kriam ſeptuaginta A 
eipuli, quos ſei ecundo ab Apoſtolir loco 0 briffus deſig · 
navit. He only ſays of rhe 70 Diſciples, that 
they were appoinred after the Apoſtles, 75 referring 
to the time of their Miſſion, not the peo 1 
their Dignity ;. a8 feems evident from the 
che place) and that perhaps they were inferier to 
them. 
And whereas our Aurbor mentions two Inſtances 
df a difference in the Miſfion of the 12 from that 
of the 70, viz, Their more, folemn Inauguration 
to their Office, and their ng particularly cal-|j 
led Apoſtles, Kc. 1 would ohſerve, as to the firſt 
Article, that it does not appear to me, but that 
the Inauguration of both was equally ſolemn. What 
thoꝰ we do not read of our Saviour's praying in ſo 
ſolemn a manner before his ſending ont the 7o, 
as before the Miſſion of the 12, yet that ar 5 
tirtle ; for there were many things that 
did (as the Evangeliſt Fobz' femarks) She an 
not toritten, And then having ſent out th 
as our Author owns, upon the fame Errand, ng 
with the /ike Powers, tis highly, probable the nan 
zer of their Milfion was altke folemn. ' But then 
ſuppoſe there was no ſuch fdlemn Prayer before 
the Miſſion of the 70, as we read preceded. the 
Miſſion of the 12, that makes no difference; * 


the night before, dif immediately 150 Feed 
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refer to their Miſſion. hecauſe, I ſuppoſe we 
ſometimes read of our Saviour s making like ſo+ 
lemn Prayer, when uo remarkable Events follows 
ed, nor any known extraordinary occaſion was the 
Ground thereof. —— And now as to his other In- 
ſtance that the 12 were particularly honored with 
the Title of APOSTLES, in Diſtinction from the 
70, this may poſſibly be a miſfake; for when we are 
told Lx. 10. 1. After theſe things the Lard appointed 
OTHER 70 ALSO, end ſent them out, ( with the 
[ſame Inſtruftions and Powers) it may be very 
well read, other 70 Apaſtlas, altho' it is not ſo ex- 
preſſed. And indeed our Author is pleaſed ( in 
pag. 19.) to fay of the 70, that they were 
CHRIST's Meſſengers and Ambaſſadors, ſo far os 
their Commiſſian extended. Now he over and over 
confeſſes their Commiſſion was the ſame with that 
1. of the 12 ; and therefore ( according to his own 
Rule) the honorary Title of Apoftles belong d 
egually to them. And here it's Worth while to 
obſerve, That however diminutive he may make 
the name of Diſciples to be, tis no other than 
what the Eleven were diſtinguiſhed by, when they 
received their Commiſſion. Mat. 28. 16. They are 
called, The Eleven Diſciples, 
He offers two Arguments further to ſhow that 
the 12 and the yo were two diſtinct orders of 
Goſpel-Minifters. Firſt, That they are never nun- 
bered together, but in two diind Claſſes - How 
| often (pray) are they numbered ſo ? We don't 
find the 50 ſpoken of above twice, that is, at 
their Mifg-#, and upon their Return; and this 
ſeparately ot by themſelves ; rhe 12 not being 
mencioned in the Story. We don't any where 


7 that [remember ): find the 12, and the 70, men- 
tion'd in the ſame place, and numbered in 
two diſtinct Claſſes. And as for the Apoſtles be. 
ing fritt callad 12 and not 82, (that is ealily ac: 
counted for) inaſmuch as the iſſion of the 70 
was a temporary & occaſional thing; and we never 
al of any ſecand Million; or further imployment 

them, as ApoFles or Preachers, after their Re- 
8 from the Miſſion we have an Account of. 
Whereas the other 12 were ſtill empbyed on 
every occaſion, and generally were with their 
Maſter, as his ſpecial Attendants 

And now for his ſecond Argument, ( which he 
boaſts will put the matter out of all diſpute ) her 
a ſolemn Work ( fays he) was there, at the tranſla- 
tion of one from the number of Diſciples, that he 
might be reckoned with. the Eleven, and ſucceed to 
Judas his Apoſtleſbip? And again, pag. A T. he bids 
us remember, that the WHOLE SEVENTY could 
not fill up the Chair of ONE APOSTLE, &c. But 
there is no weight in this, if we confider what 
were the neceſſary Requiſites in that Caſe, viz. an 
Immediate Call, extraordinary | Gifts, having been 
an Eye-witnefs to the Life, Sufferings and Reſur- 
rection of CHRIS T, &c. and that CHRIST at his 
Aſcenſion left zone other Miniſters in Commiſſion 
but the Eleven. For as to the 70, they were not 
in Being then, as Minifters of the Word ; their 
Commitſion having expired long before, and not 
being renewed as was that of the Eleven. And 
then, 1 ſuppoſe, it is uncertain, whether Mat- 
fhiat was of that number, were they {till in Com- 
miſſion. So that, putting theſe things together, 


it fats, "char Marthiass ſucceſfon to Judas in 
* | the 


N- the Apottehis. < e alen vr ork there 
in was about it) affords no manner of Argument for 
e · Difference of Order hetween the 70 and the n | 


70 8. 2. And truly whatever Diftinjon between 
er ¶ them may be pretended, ſure Jam, it could not 
nt W be that which our Author would fain prove be- 
e tween Biſhops and Preſbyters. For neither the 
f. o, nor yet the 12, had any power given them 
nat their firft Mon to ordain Officers, or to govern 
ir the Church; nor indeed could they: for at this 
time there was no Goſpel- Church to be governed, 
or to have Officers ſettled in it. Nor doth it ap- 
pear. that the Commiſſion of the 70 (Lak. 10.) 
was any thing more than temporary; for tho our. 
Author is pleaſed to ſpeak of them once and again, 
in ſuch a manner as ſeems to intimate, that they 
are often mentioned in the New Teſtament : yet 
I don't remember, nor can I find that we ever read. 
any thing of them, after their Return from this 
Miſſion; as I hinted before. And indeed, I can- 
not tell whether the Twelve would, by virtue of 
their Commiſſion ar zhis time, have. had any Au- 
thority either to bapriſe or preach, after ur 
Lord's Aſcention, if their Commiſſion for rheſe- 

things had not been renewed. For CHRIST him- 
ſelf thought it need ful, to give them a c Charge 
to teach and baptiſe, at the ſame time that he 

committed to them the Powers of Government, & 
Ordination, juſt before his Aſcenſion. _ | 

To this purpoſe Mr. Sage (a. considerable | 
| Writer, of the Church of Eaelant ) faith, It 


i | 1 Ving ic. of the princ. of the 0 . br. age. "Ch, 6. TIE 5 
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ee jg moſt obviouſly obſervable, in the Evangeli- 
& cal Records, that the Chriſtian Church was 
& not could not be) founded, till our Lord was 
e riſen, ſeeing it was to be founded upon his 
& Reſurrection. (He goes on) Our Martyr 
3 4 N. (as appears from his Reaſoning on di- 
« verſe occaſions) ſeems very well to have known, 
* and very diſtinctly to have obſerved, that the 
& Apoſtles themſelves got not their Commiſſion to be 
* Gyvernoars of the Cbriſtian Church, till after the 
& Reſurrefion, And no wonder, for this their 
* Commiſſion is moſt obfervably recorded, ob. 
4 26, 21, &c. No ſuch thing is any where re- 
corded of the Seventy . Nothing more certain 
than that their Commiſſion which is recorded, 
& Lyk. 10. did conſtitute them only temporary 
« Miſhonaries & that for an Errand which could 
% not poſhbly be more than temporary. That 
* Commiſſion contains in its own boſom clear 
* evidences, that it did not inftall them in any 
* ftanding Office in the Chriſtian Church, whreb 
* was not yet in Being, when they got it. Could 
« that Commiſſion which is recorded Lax. 10. any 
* more conſtitute. the 7o ſtanding Officers of the 
“ Chriſtian Church, than the like Commiſſion re- 
corded Mar. 1o, cou'd conftitute the Twelve ſuch 
ſtand ing Officers? But it is manifeſt that this 
* Commiſſion did not conſtitute the Twelve, Go- 
e yernours of the Chriſtian Church; otherwiſe 
= what need of a zew Commiſſion to that pur- 
poſe after the Reſurrection? Preſumable theres 
© fore it is that St. Cyprian did not at all believe 
that the 70 had any Succeffors, Office-bearers 
* in the Chriſtian. Church, ſeeing it is ſo ob- 
Pr 
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c ſervable, that they themſelves received 6 
Commiſſion to be ſuch Office- bearers. Thus 
r. Sage. And with him many other Epiſcopal 
riters do agree. Particularly the late Biſhop 
loyd, expreſly affirms, That the Diſciples, to 
whom Chri# Adminiftred his Supper, were not 


ben in Orders, but were Lay-men., for ( ſays he) 


it wes before our Lord's Death, and be did not or- 
lain them till after bis Reſurreftion ® © 

At leaſt thus much is certain, that without 
urther Powers given them after our Saviours Re- 
ſurrection, the Apoſtles themſelves muſt never 
have gone to the Gentiles, For in our Lord's 
Commiſfion to them, ( Marth. 10.) they are ex» 
prefly charged not to go into the way of theGentiles, 
but only 1p the loft ſheep of the boaſe of Tſrach. 
From whence it will follow either that the-76 
had a larger & more honourable Commiſſion than 
the Apoſtles had at firſt, and fo were ſuperior to 
them ; or that the Commiſſion of the 70 was but 
temporary or if it were perpetual, yet that it 
never was extended by CHRIST beyond the Cit- 
cumciſion. I think no fourth Suppoſition can be 
made; ſo that one or other of thoſe three muſt 
be allowed. And which ever our Author thinks 
fit to grant, it will be the confuſion of his 
Scheme. Beſure he won't be willing to grant the 
firſt, that the Seventy had a larger and more ho- 
norable Commiſſion, and were ſuperior to che 
Apoſttes, And I think no body ever yet ſuppoſed 
it, Nor will the /econd pleaſe him better; for 
if the Commiſſion of the ſeventy was but tempo- 
——— . —ü . ͤͤ—.ä— 
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zary; and expired upon their return to thei 
Maſter, then it will follow, that CHRIST left 
not too, but only one Order of Officers in his 
Church, at his Aſeenſion. If therefore he ſhoull 
chuſe the tbird ſuppofal (which at firſt vie 
ſeems moſt favorable to his cauſe ) that the Com: 
miſſion of the. ſevenry did not expire, but that 
it was confined to the | Circumciſion, yet ;neitherl 
will this ſerve his Turn : For if the Commiſhon 
ef the 70 was not extended by CHRIST. to the 
Gentiles, then we have no concern at all with it, 
nor-did CHRIST leave any other Officers in Com- 
miſſion at his: Aſcenſion, that had any thing to do 
with the Gentiles, beſides his Eleven Apofiles ; 
bar to Them, he. committed the whole Care o 
Aiſeipling all Nations, preaching the Word, ad- 
| mini ing the Sacraments, governing the Church, 
aud ordaining, others to aſſiſt and ſucceed them 
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an this important Charge; and promiſed for their 


: 
3» 


engouragement, te be with Them and their Suc- 
_ ceffors in it always, even to the end of the World. 

Now if CHRIS T, at his Aſcenſion, left no orber 
Officers in Commiſſion befides his Eleven Apoſtles, 
or no others in a Commiſſion that extended unto 
the Genriles, then all that our Author advances 
under his f head, concerning the Commiſſion 
of the Sveni, comes to nothing. For whether 
that Commiſſion was temporary, or whether it 
was reſtrained to the loſt ſheep of tbe bouſe of Israel, 
We are alike unconcerned with it. And ſolike- 
Wiſe all the pains he takes under his ſecand head, 
to ſhow. how the Office of the poſtles and the 
Office of the Sæventy, were. diſtinguiſhed. from 
each other, will be found to be labour ſpent to 
Wut CEWBC _ "i 
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vo pur poſe. For ſince we never read tha: CHRIST 
extended the Commiſſion of the Seventy to the 
Gentiles, it will thence follow, either that he 
ſuffered their Commiſſion to expire, or that he 
left it confined to the eus: And take it which 
way you will, you can find ſtill but ne Order of 
Officers inſtituted . by CHRIST himſelf, with 
8 the Gentile Churches have any thing 
to do. | . 5 „„ 


8. 3. As to the moſt of what the Gentleman ſays 
beſides under his ſecond general head, I have no 
e controverſy. at all with him. For I readily ac- 
knowledge what he aſſerts pag. 17. © That the 
Al © Commiſſion given by our Saviour to the Apoſtles 
« after his; Reſurre&ion, was unlimited & uni- 
„ verſal, not only in reſpec of power. to diſcharge 
20 all acts of Religion, relating either to ziniſiry 
or government; but alſo in reſpect of place; 
| © They net being confined to any particular Pro- 
J © verce, but ſent to the whole World. 
And ( tho' ſome of the Inſtances he gives; 
won't bear ſcanning, yet ) I firmly believe as he 
0 fays, pag. 22, 23. That it appears the Apoſtles 
4 bh had ( ſome ſort of ) Authority over other 
N bu Paſtors and Teachers in the Church, from ſe- 
| © veral, Inſtances of their exerciſing of it, in 
= © ſeveral reſpects and ways, recorded in the ſa- 
* cred Hiſtory. And I will venture to ſay fur 
ther, that during the Infenr-Sraze: of the Chriſti- » Þ} 
an Church before the Canon of the New Teſtament * 1 
was completed, (without which the uninſpired 
man of GOD could not be thoroughly furniſbed 
uno every good work ) it was ablolutely nene 
„„ FT. 
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I 
that ſome kind of Juriſdiction over the uniaſpirti 
Paſtors of the Churches, thould be committed to 
ſuch men as the Apoſi/es, who being under the 
immediate Conduct of an iallible Spirit, might 
be able as often as occaſion wy ny fea with all 
Authority to charge and direct the other Paſtors i 
bow 10 behave them ſelves in the bouſe of GOD. A 
notable Inſtance we have of this, 1 Tin. 3. 14, 15. 
where notwithſtanding the fingular advantages | 
Timothy had had to inform himſelf about the 
Work of an Evangellſt, by his intimate acquain- 
tance with the Apoſtle Paul, and frequent at- 
tendance upon him; yet the Apoſile is afraid, 
that if he ſhould be hindred from coming to him; 
ſo ſoon as he defired, Timothy might be at a loſs if 
how to diſcharge the Truſt repoſed' in him; and 
therefore he writes unto him the ſolemn Charges, 
Exhortations, and Inſtructions of that Epiſtle, 
that he might t noto hoto be ought to bebave-bimſelf 
in tbe. Church of the living GOD. And not ſartis- 
Fyed with this, he followed it with a ſecond Epiſtle 
on the ſame Deſign afterwards. '- - 
Now, if it be evident that the Apoſtles ' had 
"Tome ſort of Juriſdiction over other-Paſtors ; and 
It it be alſo evident that there was an abfolute 
necelſity, at that day, that ſome ſuch men as they 
ſhould have ſuch Juriſdiction ;' it may very na- 
turally be inquired, IWWherbey there it the Tame ne- 
ceflity ſince, thet ſome of "the Miniſters of the 
| Go/pet ſhould” bave 'a like Authority ober others 
Ybrougbout al! Ages ? And, Whether the Serip- 
tares teach us, that this is the Will of GOD? 
As to the fir of theſe Inquiries ; it is vety 
obvigus on two Accounts, That the ume *Reaſon 
ll 2 5 | 7” ou 
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acknowlegeth, 


Joc not hold in og nature 1 the aha it ſe f, 
for a ſuperic 7 ſome Miniſters over others 
now. For, juſt, there axe no Officers. in the 
Church in theſe later Ages, under the Condutt 
of an Inſallible Spirit, to. iſſus out direQions and 
commands to others on emergent occaſions. Nor 
indeed i 2 there © body on this fide Rome that 
pretends to it. ow it's thou ght by ſome of 
great name and judgment, That the higher Pe- 
gree of Authority and Sway, which the Af leg 
had abo Fe GET, was owing very much 
extraordinary; Gift of - Infallibilizy, o of . dj 
Spirits,,and the like, which were He eral t 
And indeed there's 115 525 Ofc y (28 
Mr. Baxter opſerves) to : diſcern. hom much of 
their power over Presby * or Biſhops | was merer 
ly from the Excellency. of their Gifts & Tunic 
— how 1 15 be * Was) Fro rheix 
upremacy 0 ce an perial Authority. 
Nor, ſecondly, is there the fame Need, that. there 
ſhould be any uch infallible Rulers in the CAREY 
now, that there was in ig Be Apoſtles $8», Wer 
cauſe the Canon of Scripture being now, com 
every Miniſter of the Goſpel. hath an a 
and yerfatt 8 direkt 125 15 his Adminiſtra- 
tions. To this purpole our Author (pa 33. 34) 
ab that the Goſpel:Dpttrine be- 
ing once ſufficiently atteſted and 3 by 
« miraculous operations, hers was no further 


© need of continuing them; So, that ſome Things 
. e to the A 7 12 


h 70 their being 
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& CJofpel, and the erecting and conſtituting of 
&« the Chriſtian Church in the World : which 
ce when performed, theſe extraordinary Powers 
& ceaſed. Since therefore the ſame Rea- 
ſons don't hold good nw for a ſuperiority of ſome 8 
Miniſters over others, we have no ground to be- 
lieve that ſuch a ſuperiority ought to continue 
ſill, unleſs the Scriptures teach us notwith- 
ſtand ing, that it is be Will of GOD that this 
ſuperiority ſhould be ſtanding and perpetual in 
the Church. And this is what our Author en- 
deavours to prove under his third Head. 9 


Bnut before the Examination of his Arguments 
lf here, I muſt premiſe, that he and Fare agreed, 
1 that the Apoſtles were inveſted with ſome Powers, 
194 that were extraordinary and temporary, and expired 


nith their Perſons; and that therefore in theſe 
If | they could have no Succeſſors. Again, We are 
agreed, that the Apoſtles were inveſted with other 
powers that were ordinary and deſigned to be per- 
Petual. in which they were to have Succe ſſors, who 
mould poſſeſs them throughout all Ages. And 
with an eye to their Succeſſors in theſe ordinary 
Powers, it was that their Lord promiſed to 
be with them always to the end of the World. 
Hence, ſecing we are both agreed in theſe two 
things, (and have ( T think ) the concurrence of 
all the World, both Conformiſts and Non-confor- 
miſts, with us in them,) the only thing that re- 
mains to be diſputed is, Whether thar Juriſdillion 
which was exerciſed by the Apoſtles over oiber 
Paſtors, was one of their Ordinary Powers, in which 
they were to have Succeſſors? Or, Whetber it was 
*e tower only Extraordinary and Temporary, in 
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. which 
$ ehe 
„ 
1 


with they Perſons? _ 


e is in effect at once to give up his whole "cauſe; 
For he himſelf in his 32d fage, reckons the Fu. 


e eiſdiltion the Apoſtles had over all Churches ( and 
Aby I TF over the Paſtors ef them alſo } 


s among _tho/e Powers that wert extraordinary and 


n temporary, and expired with their Perſons : 


given up his'whole cauſe 3 Tot- hereby he hath 
cut himſelf off from all poſh bility of proving, by 
the Inſtances he gives, any ordinary 
riſdiction in the Apoſtles over other Paſtors,” For 
ppoſing he had given ten thouſand Inſtances, in 


other Paſtors, yet all theſe might be, for 'ought 


ordinary power, they were intruſted wich, in 
hich they were to have ſucceſſors; but only by 
virtue of that extraordinary Power, In Which th 
were to bars no Succeſſors, 90 5 which he acknow- 
17 805 it was, that they had 4 Juriſdiction. over 

Churches,” go that here I might very fairly 
withdraw my hand from the Table; for the Gen 
tleman hath himſelf put it out of his own power 
to prove any thing by the Argument he makes 
iſe of. And yet I ſuppoſe it was not want of 
Thought, but Bice of Truth, and unavoidable 
Necefny, that drew him into this Acknowlege- 
ment, 15 fatal to his own Argument. For any 
man that will be at the pains to examin the In- 
Hances he hath given _ the Apoftlet Authority = 
over. 
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Now here the force of Truth hath Sonthstasad 
our Aurbor to make an acknowlegement, which 


y de- 
- ing which, he hath (I ay) in effect at once 


power of Ju- 


uvhich the Apoſtles exerciſed an Authority ovet 
he or any man elſe can tell, not by virtue of any 
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4 | 
ever other Paſtors, and will then carefully look 
over the Epiſtles to the Corinthians, Fhilippiant, li 
Timothy and, T:tvs:(, to mention no more) will 
preſeatly find many Inſtances juſt like rhe. moſt 
of thoſe given by our Author, ( nay, ſome of hie 
may be taken into the number alſo.) in which 2 
the Apoſtle Pex! exerciſed an Authority over 
er. . Titus, Epapbroditus, and others, whom 

;{Gopal Divines account e No this ob- 
ſervation being ſo very eaſy, forced our Author 
upon this unhappy Dilemma, either to afhrmili 
that the Apoſtle exerciſed an Authority over ſuch 
3 Epiſcopal Divines account Biſhops, by virtue 
of this, ordinary Power [ for no man is able toll 
give me any tolerable Reaſon, way, bs Govern: 
ment over Bybops ſhould be grounded on an er 
graordi nan Power, and yet. his Government over 
Fafors be by virtue of his ordinary Power J that 
was £0- be perpetuated in the Church; which 
would be to ſet up an ordinary Officer in the 
Church by divine Infticution ſuperior to Biſhops , 
thing contrary to the declared ſenſe of ou 
Ant hox and his Brethren; or elſe, to avoid , the 
ill conſequence of this; he muſt, ſay, that thig 
Authority, of the Apoſtles over all Churches an( 
Paſtors was one of their Extraondiaary Powers; 


which ſort, of powers he elſewhere acknowledge 
gmhired reis þ their perſons, and that they bad no. ſus 
Feſſors.4n them. And this latter Inconvenience he 
Kath thought fit to chooſe, though it be no leſi 


{ 
deſtructive to his on Argument, than the farmer 
E 


as I have ſheyn above. 
I have already ſaid enough (I ſuppoſe). to 
ſatisfy every intelligent ynpejudiced Fetſon ir 


8 


15 ; 39 
he Weakneſs and Inconſiſtency of our Aurbor's 
roofs of his own Scheme. However I am con- 
Sent to follow him ſtill longer, with Remarks 
Sipon ſome further Paſſages, in which he more 
Band more weakens and perplexes the Cauſe he 
pleads for. . E at NA n In! JELEN 4 
Hg. 35. he ſays, That no part of the Apoftolick 
EO fie is more neceſſary to be of perpetual duration 
b· in tbe Church, than their authorizative: Inſpeftion 
OB ver the ordinary Paſtors. Now that there is no 


Uimeceſlity of this in the nature of the thing it ſelf (to 
chſdmit what hath been faid before) any man may 


Uatisfy himſelf, if he will but impartially inquire; 
whether ' the Ends of Government are not 28 


rell anſwered, the Intereſts of Religion as effec- 
FNually promoted, and the Church as well gnaxd- 
Wed againſt Errors, Schiſms and Corruptions, in 
Algthoſe Countries, which acknow lege no Superioriry . 
in Paſtors one over another, as in thoſe two 
Kingdoms, that are the only Proteſtant ones. in 
which ſuch a "Superiority is held to be of Di- 
vine Inſtitution? -— And that our Author hath 
is yet proved no Neceſſity of this from the holy 
eriptures, has been (I hope) convincingly. ſhown, 


We may now proceed to conſider what He 
iuriher advances (under his third general head) 
to confirm His Point, from the Scriptures. Several 
Texts he brings to prove that the Apoſtolic Office 
(he muſt here eſpecially point at the power of 
Inſpetjon over Churches and Paſtors, or elſe he 
Ways nothing to the purpoſe ) wes not exirgor> 

dinary and teinporary, but defign'd to be ſtand ing 
* and perpetual. ne ene no 1 
1 | | | „I. 
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ʒ 35: yon 00 ont Eno 24: fe iT +08 
S. 1. In the y Place, He draws an Argument 
from the Commiſion in Matth. 28. 19, 20. Where 
CHRIST enjoyns the Apoiilts to teach all Nations 
whom they ſhould di ſciple, to obſerve all things: what 
foever He had commended them, and gives them i 
Promiſi to be with then to ibe end of. the World 
This he calls their fl and laſt Cammiſſon: by this 
_ therefore they muſt ſtand or fall, and the Gentle 
man muſt deſpair of his Cauſe, if this will not 
r 
Now there's nothing contained in this, but 
what is the work of ordinary Miniſters or Paſtors, 
Only Teaching and Baptifing, which are the un 
doubted work of Presbyters, are here expreſ 
mention'd : but indeed we muſt interpret this 
Text, in the utmoſt Latitude; ſo as to take in al 
miniſterjal Powers, of Ordination, Diſcipline, & 
Government, as being neceſſarily imply'd. Here“ 
the grand Charter for our Office; and all the Power 
that any can juſtly claim, muſt he here included 
And the who/c+of the ordinary Power here im 
plv'd; belongs to all thoſe, unto whom the Com 
miſſion extends. Now it was given (our Author 
owns ) not merely to the Apoſtles, but alſo te 
their Szcceſſors + and ſo the Promiſe annexed, is 
to their Office, not to their Perſons only. And 
the Office they were author iz d to, by this Com- 
miſſton, was not to expire with them, but to con- 
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tinue unto the end of the Norll.. 
Me muſt note, (as before.) That the Apoſtlet 
may be conſid ered under a double notion, as having 
either” ordinary or extraordinary Powers. And 
« this Commiſſion was given them, in one ot ether 
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or ore of theſe Cami, 2 Now 10 far.; 2 * 
cou d. relate to them in their extraordinary [iba 
Ipacity, it muſt be gniy 1507 /, and; a, 1 1 15 
for Life, expiring with themf elves, and at NO 
continuing only through, the, Age of . infpicat 
But fo far as it related to them in their e 
Character, it was defign'd to be 
iy the Promiſe belongs to their Succeſſors In. 155 
relates tothe 
under the latter Confi Pad ng more eſpecially 12 
evident from the Tenor of the. Commiſſion, 1 55 
preſcribes only Work that is ordinary; and fro 
the Tenor of the Promiſe, which looks Fo al 
future Ages, and therefore ſuppoſes their 
petual Duration. But in ele things the Auth 5 
and J are. agreed. — VEN 
All the Hiſpurs, here 1s, Who are the frog 
Succeſſors of the Apoſtles; and ſo, who yay 
Claim to this Divine Commiſſion. and P 1 


ee 
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Now there ar wo things, which, may 170 ce 
decide. the .Ca ©, (WIE. The; nature, of the, 
laid out in the Compiſſion, and the Chara 
the Apoſtles in. their ordinary Capacity. And by 
both of theſe Rules ( 1 preſume ) it muſt he 155 
cluded that Preabyrers, or ordinary Paſtors, are 
the Apollles true St ücceflors. For the Work hers 
aſſign d, is what. oy I before obſerv )-pr 
belongs to Them, ;, who, h aye. ever, therefod TH 
pair x to this, Com He to Yindicate therpſe!) 1 — 
7 
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in the miniſterial A s ofpreaching, baptifi ng, & c. 
And 1 5 if we con e the Apoſtles in theip,, 5 
| dinary ( a ene pear they were moſt pre 
perly Pres e 65 N RATS of the Word, af 
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this, out Lord muſt have aſſign'd to each of the 


ApoRles bis diſtin Province, his particular Pot | 


of Charge, to act and rule in, with a mutual In- 
dependency ; ſeeing they are the approved Prin- 
ciples of that Model, That all Biſhops are _ 
and have no Emineiicy of Power one above anoth 


getbre they were not Biſhops aftet the Engi 
Form, nor intended To to be: for according to 


d Habe ene another; 
Sg likewife that ever F Church Mut have its Particu- - 


Tar Biſhop, and that there can be in a Church but 


one Prelate at a time. Whereas if we reflect, we 
ſhall find, that a Plurality (even no leſs than 11 


or 12) preſided together over the Church in Fe- 


r falem at the beginning; and that the Apoſtles 
tarry'd there a conſiderable Time, (as the facred 
Story aſſures us, and if ſome ancient Church- 


Hiſtories may be credited, it was no leſs than the 
> art ſeveral Tears ) taking Care of that Church 
W 


which called for peculiar Regards from them) 
In it's Infant-State - at leaſt it may be believer 
they ordinarily reſided in and about Feraſalem for 


a while ; perhaps only when there was vncom- 
111 


mon occaſion, iffuing out upon particular Mif— 
hons, and then returning to Feruſalem; as ſeems 


very probable from the Inſtance we have, Aﬀs 


>. 14 —— 25. And now. in managing the Affairs 
of that Church, the Apoſtles ated, either with 
An equal or an unequal Authority. And take it 
which way you ple 
aFrer. rhe Diocefan 
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ith an egui Authority, then chey Goa a not 
& Biſhops, for this very pertinent Reaſon, 6cavſe} 
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ve an unequal Aut ori becauſe all 1 7 
58 ual, and ihe bor acts to others. 
N he either Biſhops "or Presbyters, A 


mu be in favour of the latt 

80 then it a "Win ri Etarider they muſt 
Boar" while in the Church at Fr ual, 
T "that the Aj were properly 15 oo ky 
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but his Eleven A poſt ſiſes. Hence, then ſach as have 
no intereſt in this Commiſſion, can have no Claim 
to any, roo ek? [ue © Op a „ ur 
121 Pretend ta; y n. to exel⸗- 
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af Presb yters: 9 7 50 this Commilfion,; 
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dower as s well 15 Loth 2 What i is the Reaſon 


ay, Is it not contrary to the, very nature of a 


are the miniſterial Powers 'of the Apoſtles be- 
ween Them, ahn that in unequal Degrees too? 
Diviſion here. makes an elle 
Ever Office is made up. out of ſome other Office, 
and partakes , only of a part of the eſſential Powers 
belonging to It, muſt needs be different , from it, 
and muſt be call d a New, Ohe. And this is the 
ery Ca aſe. we have before us. The Presbyter 
ſtript of any of the eſſential and ordinary Powers 
df 11 Apoſtolic Office) is. A Creature of another 
der, and quite 3 4 new Species 3. as much as the 
Deacon Wa: tho”. the former has not (Cas the 
150 hath 15 0 Divine Inſtitution to ſupport. & 
renancg) and therefor, is to be reject 
500 left 755 Officer, having no proper Title 
the Conn on & Proiniſe made, to the Apoſtles, 
8 he. 175 Frkrchiſt 0 de deriva atiye -from 
Indeed, Suppoſing in our Pleſſed LORD bad in- 
1 8 the ſeveral kpomers Which the Apt tles 
s 'twere, by Halver, 14 che power N57 Heis 
nent. ſeparately, and the power of Doctrine by 
t elf) in. diſtinct Commiſhons,: both. Whereof 
0 be ſtapdin 08. .; z, then we might. perhaps habe rea- 
orably⸗ ar gd Fals. Powets e 90 exiſtin 
| 01 e „An dift tink Suh jecks and at this 
oor, the. 1 85 e preaching. Preabytert ni ght come 
In, and be look ba upon as 4 regular. Officer, 3 aud 
or f imply new, altho' he had differ'd | 


Predeceſiors, K 580 ; tooking at thelt” 2 
ce 


eien UW er FS 00. 


pr Ground for any Diſcrimination i in the matter? 


proper Succeſſion, that two diſtinct Officers ſhould 


ential Alteration. What⸗ | 


fice in Complexo, and ating their Powers all te 
gether. Gr again, Suppoſing the” Apoſtles (1 
the name of their aſcended Lord) had inſt ituteſ 
Fn new Officer, the mere preaching Presby tei 
aſſizning him our of their Office, only the power 
of Dottrine ; as they app ointed a diltinct No 
of Deacons, devolving them the Miniftr) 
Tablet only ) there would (in this cafe too) have 
Uebe Ficient Foundation for the ſimple Pres | 
byter : Preacher, and we might have lockt ups} 
his Credentials as very authentic. — But now | 
tannot learn that this mere preaching. Prebyrenl 
has any manner of Warrant, upon Either of rhek | 
Hypothefes.. 

Ia fhort then, If there be uy Mel Officer off 


dan Fi We Yes, dr M Mii 65 2 6 Wl 
he mu nd upon 1 
| given the Apoſtl kn, At Fang 1 95 e Kere 
ad ſo by good Conſeij quence tm Auccee W 
ll the ordinary 7 u arts pf heh 
2 SK then, a 102. 
the owe r of DoQrine and the gens, 22 overt 
ment from one anoth 8 and En the latter 0 
the Order 'of en ? — T 1 mat: 


ter to a point, Arg 1 this, he pe W. 
of Seen inen, Longe to the Apoſtles *eithaP 
An theit 1 1 or xtraordihary, 'Ca patty, 1 
only 1 in e Extraordinary, then no Bod 7 amon 
their Succeſlors has any, Galt Pretences to it. 

in their 97 then they who ſucceed ther 
in th e power of Doctrine, are the Otter, W 
dene th Gi other Power alſo of Right bel ones, 
fince they Who are in any degree properly Suc . 
e to the Apoſtles, mult ſucceed them in theſ 


- hole 1 
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ole of their ſtand ing Character, as I have are 
Pefore. Moreover, I would add here, the Key of 
Piſcipline and Rule muſt needs belong to ſuch as 
ave the Key of Doctrine, for this very fi nificant 
Reaſon, Becauſe the Latter is the greater Honour, 
Ind more worthy Badge, of the Two; 1 don't fay 
In mine and my Brethren's Opinion, but in the 
Fudgment of no leſs a Perſon than the infp pired. 
po Ye, as you may ſee, 1 Tim. 5. 17. LI the 
ers that rule well, be counted worthy of double 
F = Eſpecially they who labour in the word and 
W2rine. ow why ſhoud the / honouzable 
{Power be denied them? Here then I demand again, 
hat Warrant (or Colour of Reaſon) have any 


There is the Scripture that runs a Line of Dif- 

inction between Biſhops and Presbyters? Where 

all we in all our Bible find the — that aſſigns 
different Sueceſſors to the Apoſtles, & diſperſeth 
he miniſterial Powers, united in them; commit- 
ing to one this, & to another that, as diſtinct OF 
ficers in the Church e 


Proofs, I think it proper here a little to anticipate 


declamatory and very harth Paſſage refer 
ring to this matter; which we have, in pag. 44. 
Either ( qzozb de) Biſhops ( Dioceſan, "Thar is,) 
x „ Muſt be the true Succellors of the e Apenles 


Lie A poſtoſic Order & Office is quite exrinets 

= and, the Church is totally deprived of the 
Es & chiefeſt Office inftitured by CHRIST 
its Eification, good Order, * Gorerament'; 


* 


ſto deny Presbyters the Power of Government? 


But now before I paſs to our Author's other 


- 
2 N 8 fo 1 A N W . * ** * * n - * * * in 1 r lk ave 2 m — Sl] a G, 
* WY din. aac ate 3 TIER th DE a n Was 83 . * 1 - + a 2 * 99959 8 * — — "= 
— Nb * : * 9 1 * * 09 8 7 4 a IE -— af YT OE RT AG aux Mt Bret - oi 7 8 . — Nene 93 T neee 2 — 7 
1 . , 1 > - | n e > * * - — — — — L TD — 2 
3 1 1 \ 1 * <Y — 2 \ — = 
— - 2 4 8 ” LOL? $o i +, y My ee 4 — — as &. CA We - Wm 4 — 


| 3 & beſtow 2 Reflection or two, upon one 
of his, 


1501 elfe they have ho Succeſſors at all, and 


* 
- 1 * : * 5 
„ee . 
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« and. 


And 


& 
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* and finally; There is now no ſuch Order. o 


« Men extant in the World, to whom.” hy 
81 


« Large & Ample Commiſſion which CHRI 
gave only to his Apoſtles, does belong : and 
* with this, the Promiſe fa ls too, ———— Whe 


no can forbear admiring the Zeal of this Gentle. 


man, & his wonderful Reaſoning here! But ſuf: 
fer me to expoſtulate a little with him upon it.--. 
What H Is there no ,p:ftble, way for the Apoſtolic 
Order to continue, but in the Perſons. of Dioceſan 


Biſhops /. Muſt the Apoſtles be deny'd any Sac. 


ceſſors, at all, if his, idoliz'd- Prelacy.be deny'd |þ 


Has he not taught us to diſtinguiſh between ordina 
2% & extraordinary Powers in the Apoſtolate! And 
if Presbyters do ſuccetd to the Apoſtles in their 
ordinary miniſterial Powers (as he. hath not 
proved they do not) are theſe no Succrſſors at all! 


While the Goſpel is preached, & there are thoſe 


in the World, whom himſelf (pag. 19.) calls 
Chrift's..Ambaſſedors, can he ſay the ,Offce is quite 
extinct (And how. can he ſay, The Church is 
totally depriv'd of the chief Office inſtituted by 
CHRIST. for its Edificarion, ſo long as we have 
the benefit of the Apoſtolic Writings, by which (be 
ing dead) they. yer ſpeak | _ ; 


And finally, Does he complain, That except 
Biſhops be allow'd to ſucceed the Apoſtles, Th. ze 


is nom vo ſuch Order of Men extant in the World, 


* 


to hm that LARGE, and AMPLE Commiſſion, 


which ( HR ISI gave ONLY. 70, bis dpoltles 
does belong , What: means the Gentleman by 
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if he; wound bear. the world in hand, that the 


* 
19 


Commiſſion which the Apoſtles receiv d, was 
unt 22 / wu 
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given tb them only, and in d iſtinttion from Press 


that needs proof, after all that he hath ſaid 
upon inge ENCES L . Sb 181 7 2,557 
And if he wou'd inſinuate here, that the Com- 
miſſion given the Apoſtles, doth in its large and 
aniple Extent deſcend to their Sacceſſors, then' 
furely” he deſign'd only to amuſe his Readers, & 


he contradicts himſelf t'boot, having forgotten 
what he had before conceded, (in pag. 33.) That - 
„the unlimitted Commiſſion 'was à thing peculiar 
| © to:the firſt Apaſtlec, extraordinary and 1emporary * 


in ſaying which, He in effect confeſſes himſelf” 
that there i no Order of Men extant in the Woyld, 
(and therefore not his Biſhops )\'to whom that 
AMPLE and LARGE "Commiſſion doth belong: 
and-finte he contends, notwithſtanding, that 
Biſhops ate true Succeſſors of the Apoflles, how 
evidently doth it appear, He allows there may 
be true Succeſſors to the Apoſtles, -( empower'Þ 
by the ſame Commiſſion with them ) who yet 
are not veſted with the ſame. Plehitude of Power 
that they exerciſed,” or an Authority of rhe ſame 
ample Extent with theirs! —— And now if the 


Power of Government granted in the Apoſtolical 


Commiſſion, may come under any Limitations, 
or be confin d to a particular Charge; ſince our 
Author preſumes to ſhrink it up within the nar- 
row Bounds of a: Dioceſs, (He ſays not, whether 
great or ſmall). I may as ſafely and warrantably 


7 contratt it a little more and reduce it within the 
| Compaſs of A ſingle Church or. Congregation. 


And in- this, I have to bear me out, many Divines 


ef Name in tue cer of England it ſelf, who 


Go 414 maintain, 


bycers} this is s yet gratis dictam ; a Point 
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maintain, that Extent of Power over: ſeveral 
Churches, nay, and having Presbyters in ſubor- 
dination too, are not (one nor other) of the Ef- 
ſence of Epiſcopacy. This was the opinion par- 
ticularly of Dr. Maurice) à ſtrenuous Defender 
af Prelaey) who upon this head obſerves to us, 
„That Milles. the martyr was a Biſbop. tho' he 
„% had not ſo much as one Chriſtian in his Dioceſe - 
< and: he acknowleges, He never yet heard of 
4 any man, who made it effential to a Bithop, 
„ to have a plurality of Congregations - under | 
4 him{|. So Saravia (a prime Leader in the no- 
tion of the Divine Right of Prelacy) profeſſeth, 
We meaſure not a BHiſboprick by the number 
of the Clergy, or by the amplitude of the 
& Dioceſe ; for the Biſhoprick may be included in 
s one ſmall Pariſb alone And it's well known 
how Dr. Hammond (a very learned Prelatiſt) 
maintains, That all the Presbyters we read of | 
& in the New Teſtament were Biſdope, and that | 
„ there was 70 inferior Order of Minifters in- 
4 ſtituted by CHRIST or his Apoſtles; but 
* that this was afterwards brought into the 
Church. en 1 175 I | 
Hence then, accord ing to theſe Principles, Epiſ- Þ 
£opacy and Presbyterian Parity are very well re- 
concilable : for I know no difference between a 
Congregational Biſhop, & an Independent Paſtor; 
fave that the latter may want the Epiſcopal Con- 
fecration, which ſome ſpeak of, and make neceſ- 
fary to the Authority of the : Epiſcopal Degree. 
But ſurely Ibat can afford no plea for the Dif- 
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tinct ion between Biſhops and Presbyters; becauſe 
there's no ſolid proof of any Rule in the ſacred 

| Serrptarres, for this Conſecration of Biſhops, as 
different from the Ordination of Presbyters. I 
wille boldly affirm, They may turn over all the 
Leaves of their Bible, as long as they have Eyes 

to ſee, and not be able to produce a Scriptuxe- 
Canon for any thing more than Miniſterial Ordis 
nation. Nay, in the very Directory for Ord ina- 
tion - ¶ Tit. 1.) the Apoſtle makes no Diſtinction 

in the leaſt between Presbyters and Biſhops,, but 
rather makes n the very ſame, as I ſhall have 
otccaſion to ſhow! by'n'by. However we | won't 
quarrel, and part here. Yea, I: will for once 
grant em, Thar Biſbops are the true Succeſſors off 
the Apoſtles ; deriving rom tben the powef of Or- 
dination and Furiſdiction; this, I ſay I will grant 
thom, if they will but hold to.thofe two Princi- 
bples, (which we find them ſometimes allowing 
us, ) wi. That every Congregation may have 
its own particular Biſhop; and then that all 
Biſhops are upon the Level, having equal and in- 
dependent Authority. — ea, If theyl allow 
theſe two things, Iwill grant them further, That 
the Promi ſe, annexed to the Apoſtles Commiſh- 
on, does lelong to Biſpops; and ſo the horrid Con- 
Þ Sequences we may hape will be prevented, which 
| our Augbor conceives would follow, if Biſhops 
be not the true Succeſſors of the Apoſtles. - ; 
Thus at laft, I think, we are led into a way 
to perpetuate the primeOffice inituted by CHRIST 

| for the Church s Edjfication, good Order and Governs 
ment, and to ſecure the great Promiſe made to 
the Apoſtolical * by à regular n 


1 L521 
df Biſſpe too : and yet confiſtent enough with I 
the Tresbyterian Mode. 
And ſo it appears, the firſt Text, that our 
Author brings to ſupport the prelatical Scheme, 
proves of no ſubſerviency at all to his purpole; but | 
much the contrar̃ yr. 88. 
I have been drawn to a greater length in- the 
conſideration of this Text, becauſe I perceive 
the Gent eman lays peculiar Streſs. upon it; re- 
ferring us frequently and with great aſſutance to 
the Commiſſion there: and partly becauſe 1 
think as to this he is in the Right ; for I believe, 
we have here (to uſe ſome of bis. words) tbe | 
Hinge,” on which tbe whole Controvetſy in 1bit mats 
er depends. And verily, if Presbyters are ubſt“ 
lutely ſhut out of this Commiſſion; P ſhall'fteſpais | 
of find ing any other Eſtabliſnment for them, in 
the whole Bible. Or if it could be prowd; | 
that Biſhops have by virtue of this Commition þ 
a Right of Juriſdiction over Presbyters, or any 
Power but what Presby ters have as well as they 
à Title to, this wou'd decide the Caſe with me: 
and I fſhou'd think it almoſt needlefs to take the 
pa ins to examin any other Scripture-Prooſts bur 
Author has to bring. But being, after the, moſt 
impartial ſearch into the matter, ſtronglyrcon-⸗ 
vinced of the Contrary, I Wall proceed to the 
other Texts he brings, and ſeei whether they can [4 
afford any 2 Tee to the Argument. 
rise, iin 1 Js: m3 eudt be 
Tho', before the Conſide ration of hem; I wound 
Premiſe here one Thing, as a Principle, not to be 
diſputed, viz. That this he Tea, as contain © 
ing the Goſpel-Charter or Commiſſion for the 
5 3 Miniſtry, 6 £ 


= S HOO AemnwcG©coyg ww © wWwny Ho = of of —- —»— © 


$ ; 


r 


- 


oY (XY IN ou OW I YO _W T9 5 _ 0 UW GS + ev 


Miniſtry, molt therefore be admitted the grand 
RULE tous in interpretting other: Texts, re- 
lating to the Controverſy. All muſt be reduced 
to this Standard; and no Conſtruction of any 
Sciipture be allow'd, that makes it militate or 
claſh with this firſt and grand Text. We muſt 
note; All Corporations are to model their Go- 
vernment by their Charter, and by the Inſtruc- 
tions of their original Founder no Laws are 
to be ena&ed;,. repugnant to theſe; and all Laws 
made, ate to be interpreted in a ſenſe plainly 
eonſiſtent- chetewith ——:- As then we may juſtly 
Wreject any Decrees or Ordinances of Men, that 

etend to alter, limit, or add tothe ſtanding 
Naters of the Divine Commiſſion aforeſaid: So: 
we may reaſonably ſuſpet that Expaftion of any 
Text, which makes it to interfefe with this.” 
And: hence, tho' ſome” particular Texts cou'd. 
be produced; that-might by a witty Turn he made 
to- look favourable towards the Diſtindtion be- 
fween Biſhops and Presbyters : yet if this Dif- 


tinction cannot conſiſt with the Royal CHARTER, 
Hor cannot be deduced from it by any rational In- 
ferences, we muſt neceſſarily look out for ſome 


Jother ſenſe of thofe Texts, and reject the for- 
mer Conſtruction as certainly erreneouus 7 

I ſhall only add here what one well obſerves; 
Ihis being a Queſtion concerning à very great 
Power, extending to a great Number of Per- 
e ſons, and producing. great Effects, a matter 
of great Diſtinction and Dependencies, ought 
to have clear and pofitive Warrant from the 
„ Word: of GOD, and be very plainly legible in 


eu the Commiſſen there. "Mxes Names, Titles, 


Sup- 


ments, mention d there? Do not theſe mean dif: 


6 Suppoſfitions and fine Probabilities, will not 
4 211 make à Foundation ſtrong enough, to bea 
the weight of a ſtructure ſo high & towering 
„„ Snglilh Pretagy. . +2 i 53 

Well, we will now examin our Author's othez} 
Seripture-Proofs, and fee what weight may be 
laid upon them. | 530 )- 1A :-:06 
8.2. His ſecond Text js, 1 Cor. 12. 28. Whery 
the Apoſtic Paul tells us, G OD bath ſer ſome in thi 
Chatrch, fit APOSTLES, Se econdly P RQPHETS, | 
thirdly 'FEACHERS,——— Here, by the way he f 
inſerts in a Parentheſis this obſervation, That 
whar follow, are not diſtin: Ofices from theſe, bu 
extraordinary Gifts conferred upon. tham. But 
believe this Obſervation. will not hold good, as} 
to all the Articles in the following Enumeration: 
For what will he make of the Helps and Govern-Þ 


4 * 
* 
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tinct Officers ? I am ſure many learned Inter: 
preters judge ſo, and among others, ſome of the 
Chu rch/ of England, 13 Particularly; Dr. Whithy 
(from Dr. Lightſoot) ſays on the place, That, 
the Helps here were Deacons, or ſuch Officers ag 
took Care of the Poor: and by Gover#ments,. he 
tells us, are almoſt generally underſtood the Rulers 

of the Churches planted by the Apoſtle. 
However, Suppoſing them to be (what our 
Authot calls them, pag 14.) Only various Powers 
and Gifts, wherewith the Goſpel-Officers were endud; 
howwill this ſerve his Cauſe ! Nay, it will very 
much huft it. For, to whom ſhall we aſcribe 
rheſe Powers ? Surely; not to the Apoſtles only, 
but as well to the: Prophets and Teachers, Ae | 
[ | | N 8 Wit | 
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(with them. Whence it will neceſſarily follow, 
[MT bat Teachers have the powers of Government be- 
Monging to them; and therefore the power of 
rdinat ion alſo, ſince theſe two are inſeparably 
A united, in the Epiſcopal Scheme. And accord - 
eingly Dr. Hammond on the place (agreeing with 
Four Author in his Interpretation of Governments ) 
do's expreſly aſcribe and appropriate theſe ruling 
WPowers (as his Phraſe is) to the Teachers ſpoken 


Whurches: planted by the Apoſiles — We will not 
diſpute then with our Author at preſent, whether 
the Apoſtolic Degree be perpetual, or not; but 
iet him enjoy his opinion about it, and make as 
Emuch of it as he can: provided he will but con- 
eur with thoſe his Brethren, ( and let 2c quietly 
enjoy our opinion) That the Teachers or Paſtors 
ef particular Congregations have theſe ruling Powers 

Welonging to them. | | 
Let, it would make one ſmile to ſee what ſtreſs 
he lays on the word SET, and how He deſcants 
upon it; when if we conſider the place this 
monoſyllable bears in the Text, it muſt needs be 
Jof little weight in the preſent Argument, as refer- 
ring indifferently to a// that follows; and con- 
ſequently taking in ( not only the Apoſtles, Pro- 
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phets, Cc. but-likewiſe:) the extraordinary Gifte 


and Towers there enumerated, as ſet in the Church, 
and fo ( according to him) innoveably fed as 
the Ordinances of Heaven: which, how ridiculous 
E wou'd it be to pretend! In ſhort, This Gentleman 
muſt allow the power of working Miracles, the 


do be but emporary, even altho they are ſaid * 


NJ 


wf, whom he makes to be the Paſtors of particular 


Gift of Interpreting. & the Diverſities of Tongues, 


pq 


T5367 
be SET. in the Church: and no- th&!Apbſtolion 
power of Inſpection over Paſtors might be but in 
the ſame: ſenſe ſet in the Church, and have 
reſpe&t like the reſt of thoſe extraordinary 


. Powers) ny to the firſt planting' of the Goſpel, as 
| himſelf owns Fag. 33, 34. Where he . confeſſes 
that the Apoſtles Furiſdiction over all Churcher . 
* (and ſo over their Paftors') was @ thing extracr. 
K dinary, and cegſed with the Erecting of the Chriſtian 
N erl.. Mm , oe 
9 So that it is egregious Trifling to uſe thissit 
Scripture, as a proof of his Scheme : and his Diſ t 
| _ rinction here between Offices and Gifts; is no- . 


thing to his purpoſe, tho? ( as you've heard) it's 
much to ine. And. as for his Ad monition (under 
this head) to ſuch as preſume to mMutilate and 
deform: the myſtical Body of CHRIST, 'by depri. 
ving the Church of. any of the ſacred Offices ſer in it 
2 GOD ; we humbly truſt on or part no ſuch 

enſure” is due, however it was pointed at 26: 
and therefore let the Beſtower of it, and his Bre- 
thren, take it among themſelves, who preſume 
to robb the Presby ters in the Church of a great 
part of their Miniſterial Powers, and commit 
them to other Officers uninſtituted by CHRIST, 
to the no ſmall damage of his Church in its Beaui), 
Integrity and purity.—.- But I forbear; as ſup: 


poſing, Re- criminations however Juſt, will do but 
2 ei 1 
0 


little Service to my Cauſſm. 
S. 3. To go on with our Author : In the laſt 
place, He argues from the 4th Chap. to the Epbes 
Hans, here we are told, That our Lord avi 
Ho:  Apoſiles, [ome "Prophets, ſome" — | 
"2 | * TO mm TT ome 
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ſome Paſtors and Teachers, Jr the edifying of 
he Body of Chriſt; till we all come. zuto a per- 
% Man, —— That we henceforth be 79 more - 
„hildren toſſed to and fro, &c, — Now he boaſts 
ele has here an unconteſtible Teſtimony, in favor 
of his Scheme, © Taken from the Ends for which 
© theſe Offices were inſtituted ; with an expreſs 
© Declaration how long they were to continue, 
„that is, to the End of the World. But. 
his is very eaſily anſwered. Tis granted, That 
the Apoſtles, & others, mult certainly accompliſh 
the Ends they were given for, ſome way or other. 
And there are two ways, agreeable to the two- 
fold Capacity they ſuſtain'd, Ordinary and Ex- 
1 traord inar x.. „ 
If you conſider the Apoſtles here, in their Or- 
I dinary Capacity, the Caſe is very plain: their 
„Order doth actually continue; and they do pro- 
H perly in their Succeſſors, ſerve to the Ed ification, 
good Order and Government of the Church, and 
„will do ſo to the End of Time. Which Succeſ- 
e ſors are Geſpel- Teachers or Elders. For fince our 
uAuthor has not yet been able to prove, That a 
t Superiority over other Paſtors was one of the 
ordinary and ſtanding Parts of the Apoſtolic 
Office, it thence follows, that Presbyters may 
„well enough be look d upon, as Succeſſors to the 
Apoſtles, and we have no Reaſon to think any 
ſuperior Order to them was to continue in the 
Church. For, as he truly obſerves, pag. 42. © The 
| Queſtion between us is only concerning the Or- 
dinary Powers of the Apoſtles, in which alone 
they cou'd- have Succeſſors. And he himſelf (as 
I took notice before) acknowleges, That a Juriſ- 
85 MD x | diction 
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di&ion over all Churches and Paſtors was own of 
thoſe Extraordinary Powers ; of which he ſays 
( as expreſly as I can) at the foot of pag. 41. That 
<« they expired with themſelves, and that they 
« have no Succeſſors in them. N 

If then, on the other hand, you conſider the 
Apoſtles in their Extraordinary Capacity, you 
have our Atbor's own Confeſſte 
they had no Succeſſors; nor were to have any : 
and ſo their Superintendent Power being extra- 
ordinary, was not to continue in afzer-Ages, nor 
is it obligatory to us. For (he ſays pag. 32. 
« if the Inſtitution of t he Apoſtles was extraordi- 
« nary & temporary in any part, it is ſo far as it 
&< was of this nature, no Rule or Standard now, 


Nevertheleſs (I would add ) after a ſort and in 
an improper ſenſe, even the firft Apoſtles. may] 
be faid to continue, that is, In the bleſſed Effects] 


of their Miniſtry ; and to be ſtill ſerving the 
Church of CHRIST, by the Apoftolical Doctrine, 
and the ſtanding Rule of Faith deliver'd to us in 
the. New Teſtament ; which, as Men infallibly 
inſpired for that End, they wrote, and publiſh'd, 
to be handed down to Poſterity, and ſpread thro' 
the world, for the common benefit of mankind. 


'And theſe Apoftolical Writings have been pre: 


ſerved to this day, and will (I truſt) be to. the 
world's End continu'd, the great Inſtrument of 


_ the, Converſion and Edification of Souls, und er 


the Conduct of the Spirit of GOD, and of his 
Miniſters, as in ſubordination to him, Workers 


together with GOD, and building upon the Foun- 


dation, which thoſe Mafter-builders have laid. 


Jo that, in this qualify'd ſenſe, the Apoſtles Way 
. n 


on, that in this, 
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be ſaid, even in their extraordinary Capacity; 
yea, and by their Superintendent Power too, in 
the laſting Effects and Influences of it, to con- 
tinue, for the work of the Miniſtry, till we ell 
come, Nc. 


But here I have two Remarks further to make; 


one on the Author's way of Reaſoning upon this 
Text; and a ſecond, upon the Objection he 


raiſes, with his Anſwer to it. 

Here then I cannot but take notice, how re- 
markably this Gentleman, in his manner of ar- 
guing from this Place ( forthis pretended Biſnop) 
agrees with the Typiſh Doctors; who from the 


the very ſame Text (as Dr. Whitby obſerves ) do 


argue for an zafallible Guide thus : — CHRIST 


| © ( /ay they) gave Apoltles, Paſtors, & Teachers, 


« that Chriſtians might not be toſſed to. and fro 


„ with every wind of Doctrine; which End 


* cou'd not be compaſſed but by infallible Guides. 
% Moreover, GOD gave ſuch Paſtors to ſerve to 
„ theſe Ends, till we all come to the unity of 
„the Faith, which will not be till the laſt days 


& of all. W herefore, till the End of the World, =, f 
* the Church muſt be provided of them, and by 


* them be ſecured from being Children toſſed to 
* and fro. Thus the Papifts argue. And per- 


haps They have as much Truth on their fide, as 


our Author. Beſure their Argument ſeems to be 
as well founded and as plauſible, for a perpetual 
Succeſſion of infallible Guides in the Church, as 
his for a perpetual Succeſſion of Apoſtolical Sy- 


perintendents. But fince the Infallible Chair is 
exprefly renounced by this Gentleman himſelf, 
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and that conſiſtently with the Text we are upon 
Methinks, it's pity he did not proceed ( as he 
might have done, upon equally juſt Grounds ) 


to reje& the Epiſcopal Throne together with it 


However, we will do it, tho' he hasn't; as firm. 
ly believing, that Infallibility & Superintendency 
were both alike peculiar to the firſt Apoſtles (to 
Tpeak in his own Diale& ) and being equally de- 
fign'd only to ſerve the Infancy and firſt Con- 
ſtitution of the Church, they were not to con- 
The other Thing I mention'd, may now be con- 
ider d. He is aware, it might be objected to 


him, That in this Text ( viz, Eph. 4. 11.) more 
OFicers are mention'd than he pleads for - and 


therefore, to keep clear of the opinion of many 


Diſſenters, That the Apoſtles, Prophets & Evan- 
geliſts here ſpoken of, were extraordinary Of. 
.ficers, He is forced to ſay, That theſe different 
.< Deſignations do not import different Offices, 
„ but different Exerciſes of the ſame Office, 
(pag. 28. ) -- But here, how obvious & natural 
is the RefleQion, That by this Principle there is 
but one ſingle Order in the Goſpel-Miniſtry ; 
which 1s the Thing I am pleading for, and to al- 
low which,is for him intirely to give up the Argu- 


ment. If Apoſtles, Prophets, Evangeliſts, Paſtors 


and Teachers, do all import only ene & the ſamt 
Officer, under various Denominations, as our 
Author ſeems poſitively to aſſert, then I fayſ 
there's an End of the Controverſy, and what need 
we ſtay any longer upon it! -- - Nevertheleſs, 
let us fee how he illuſtrates the matter by an 


Example, faying, © That an Apoſtle, Presbyter, 


or 


. 


L 61 J 
« or Deacon, might be a Prophet, Evangeliſt, 


« Doctor or Teacher: In which, 1 doubt he 


ſtill more and more involves himſelf, and dif- 


it. parages his Cauſe. 


Por obſerve, | 

1. There's a Fallacy in this Inſtance, in that one 
thing which ſhould be in the Predicare, He puts 
into the place of the SubjeQ, namely, an Apoſt le. 


It he wou'd ſpeak confiſtently with the Account 


he gives before, of theſe different Deſignations, 


and give a parallel Inftance, It muſt run thus, A 
Presbyter, or Deacon, (or a third Perſon, if he 


can find out ſuch an one; let him ſay, a Biſhop, 


if he will ) might be an Apoſtle, Prophet, Evan- 
geliſt, Paſtor or Teacher, For ApoFle is one of 
thoſe Deſignations in the Text,all which juſt now 


he ſaid, imported only different Exerciſes of the 


o | 5 
But if any will attempt to excuſe him from 
the Charge of à Fallacy, by ſaying, He meant to 


except the Apoſtles out of that Number, and 
ipoke only of the ober Deſignations that follow; 


though it happens not to be ſo cautiouſly worded : 
then let me argue upon the matter thus, — Either 
all the Deſignations here do import diltinit Mes, 


or all of them do not. 


If all do imply diſtinct Offices; then thele are 
all either ordinary. or extraordinary, & take them 
in which ſenfe he will, he muſt diſtort his own. 
Scheme. Nay further, if any ſhou'd ſuy for him, 
They are BOTH ( ſome being ordinary, & others 
extraordinary) and to be taken in ſenſu dive; 
I doubt this Diſtinction would not help him 
neither: for I believe, by the ſame Rules that E 
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of them can be prov'd Extraordinary, we muſt 
conclude the Apoſtles particularly to be ſo. And 
then what becomes of the Biſhop, our Author's 

retended Succeſſor to the Apoſtles ! 

But, if all theſe Deſignations do rot imply ſo 
many different Offices, then I argue thus, Either 
they are ſome of them proper Offices,& others only 
different Exerciſes ; or elſe they are all but Exer- 
ciſes of one Office. + }. 3 

If he chuſe to ſay the Former; then I ask, How 
many, and which of them are Offices? He'll doubt- 


leſs ſay particularly Apaſtles, and Prophers, which Þ 


laſt he ſays (pag. 14.) is the name that the order 
of the 70 go by. But then I demand, By what 
Laws of Interpretation, he can ſupport this Con- 
ſtruction? Where is there any Colour of Difſ- 
tinction in the Text, between Theſe and the Reſt 


that follow? Does not the Enumeration run thus, 


Some Apoſtles, and ſome Prophets, and ſome Evan- 
geliſts, and ſome Paſtors and Teachers ! So that 
there's no mark of Diſtinction between the two 
Firſt, and the Reſt : and moreover, by the ſame 
Rule, that the two Firſt, viz. Apoſtles and Pro- 
phets, may be diſtinguiſh'd one from the other, 
may alſo the two next, Evangeliſts and Paſtors, 
be diſtinguiſh'd, & call'd different Officers. Yea, 
and by parity of Reaſon, If he calls Evangeliſts 
and Paſtors one and the ſame Officer, I may as 
well call Apoſtles and Paſtors the ſame. Ac- 
cording fo him, A Presbyter might be a Prophet, 
Evangeliſt, Paſtor or Teacher : and I will add 
upon as good Grounds, That he might be an 
Apoſtle too, as far as the ordinary Power of an 
Apoſtle extended ; which was only to govern 


the 


1 


the Church, ordain Officers, preach the Word, 
and adminiſter the Sacraments: for (I ſay again) 
he hath not yet proved, That a Superiority over 
other Paſtors was one of the ordinary powers of 
an Apoſtle, --- And by the way, This would have 
ſerved as well for an Anſwer to one of his for- 
mer Texts, that is, 1 Cor. 12. 28. For there is as 
much Reaſon to ſuppoſe the different Deſignati- 
ons in that, as in this, to import only different 
Exerciſes of the fame Office. — But thus much for 
72 firſt Thing I obſerv'd in our Author's In 

ance. | 


£) jos poo 


4 = 4 © 


2. Obſerve a very palpable Self Contradiction 
(if not alſo another Fallacy ) in what he affirms 
here of the Deacon, viz. That He (as well as a 

Presby ter or an Apoſtle ) might be a Propbet, Evan- 
geli * Doctor, or Teacher. | *? 4 

| . Here's a plain Contrad iction to what he ſays 
elſewhere, For, thoſe ſeveral Deſignations, he 
expreſly tells us 1 14. and again, pa. 21. ) be- 
long to the Second Order of Miniſters, viz. Preſ- 
byters. And then, in pag. 58. he ſays, © The 
« Apoſtles inſtituted a 3d Order, of Deacons, 
* who 'tis certain were Inferior to Presbyters, as 
* theſe were to the Apoſtles. --- Yet here, pag. 38. 
He affirms, © That a Deacon might be a Prophet, 
* Evangeliſt, Doctor, or Teacher.--- Now let any 
one reconcile theſe Things, that can. If Deacons 
may wear all the diſtinguiſhing Titles, and do 
all the peculiar. Works of Presbyters, I cannot 

imagine how any Diſtinction of Order can be ſup- 
poſed between them. At leaſt, if ſo, it can't be 
apprehended that Deacons are the Inferior Crder 
of the. zug, For, dug ſome. particular Names 
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had an unlimited Commiſlion, and a Juriſdiction 


and Works may be common (as our Author ob- 
ſerves, pag. 55.) where Offices are acknowleged 
to be diſtin& : Yet it is ever the Superior Office 
includes the Inferior, ( as all Apoſtles were Pres- 
byters and Deacons, ) but not Vice verſa; to uſe 
his own words in pag. 56. According to which 


Principle of our Author's, a Deacon can't be in- 
ferior to a Presbyter, if he may be a Prophet; 


Evangeliſt, Oc. For what more can we ſuppoſe a 
Presbyter to be? What diſtinctive Character doth 


a Presbyter ſuſtain ? What Superior to theſe ? 


Unleſs you will grant that a Presbyter might be | 
an Apoſtle : which wou'd ſpoil: our Author's 
D 

In Fine, There appears to be another Fallacy, in 


our Author's varying from the Enumeration in the 


Text, by ſaying DOCTOR or Teacher, inſtead of 


* PASTOR or Teacher. It ſeems plainly to be a 
defign'd Alteration. For ( firſh).' He knew well 


enough,” that Doctor here was a/ſuperfluous word, 
ſince it is ſynonimous with Teacher: However, be- 


cauſe of the Gingle of the word, he ſuppos'd the 


changing of Paſtor for Doctor, wou d not be readily 


minded: And (then) He knev, if he had affert- 


ed, A Deacon, or an Apoſtle, (both which he was 
ſpeaking of) might be a Paſtor, I that is, A Mi- 
« niſter.of the Word and Sacraments,: ſetled in a 
ce particular Church, or Place that had receiv'd the 


„ Goſpel ; for ſo he defines a Paſtor ; pag. 14. & 25. 


compar'd ] all the World would have derided the 
Abſurdity, and every one ſeen the notorious Op- 
poſition, that this won'd have carry d in it, to his 
own Scheme: according to which, as the A poſtles 
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over Paſtors; So the Deacon is confin'd to Preaching 
and Baptifing, not being authorized to ad minüer 
the Lord's Supper; which every Paſtor has cer- 
tainly power to do: and hence neither an Apoſtle 
nor Deacon cou'd be a Paſtor. It was then witti- 
ly done of him to change the Phraſe of his Text, 
and put Doctor inſtead of Paſtor. However, 
The Wit (I believe) will hardly atone for the 


Fallacy. 
Thus 1 have fully and impartially conſi- 


der'd the Three great Scriptu re- Arguments he 


brings. 

And now upon the whole, Who can fork 
pitying his Cauſe as deſperate, that needs rhe 
help of ſuch little Tricks, and Windings and 
double Dealings to maintain it; and the Man, 
as very forgetfub Þt leaſt, and not a Maſter of 
his own Scheme, that commits ſuch egregious | 
Blunders & Self Contradictions * 


Our Author having (as he thinks Fo eſta- 


| blich*t his Point, vis. © That Atithorirative In- 


« ſpection over Churches & Paſtors, was one of 


40 the ordinary and continuing parts of the A poſ- 
| © tolick Office, in which they were to have Suc- 
| © ceflors ; He comes now under his ath and laſt 


general Head, to ſhew, that BISHOPS are the 
true Succefſors of the Apoſtles, and thar in Them 
is the Apoſtolical Government over Paſtors and 
Teachers continu d in the Church. 1 t 


8. 1. Now to illuſtrate and confirm this, tie - oh? 
ſerves to us, Pag. 43. That the 4; poſtoleſhip is 
2 Es * 1.201 ). AO call'd an Epiſcefacy . 

; &« an 
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and hence the Apoſtles were Win & acbually 
* Biſhops. Says he ſo ? hy then, at the 


ſame Rate of arguing, We may infer that Preſ- 
byters are Biſhops too; becauſe in another Chap- | 
ter of the ſame Book, ( viz. Ad. 20) The Elders | 


of Epheſas are expreſly call'd Overſeers or Biſhops. 


Yea, by the ſame Rule, we may argue that the Þ 
Apoſtles themſelves were properly and actually 
Presbyters ; inaſmuch as two of them, Peter & 


Fobn, expreſly call themſelves fo. The Apoſtle 
John in two of his Epiſtles, ſalutes his Friends, 


under no other Name, than that choſen one, The | 
EBldefj———, Poſſibly he was the oldeſt Apoſtle F 
now living, or the only one, of that extraord ina- 


ty Character Surviving : and this aged Servant 
of the Lord, willing to alum 


and ſtanding Miniſtry, aſſumig only the more 


ordinary & common Title of E/{er : though, be- 


ing now the firſt and moſt eminent Miniſter in 
the Church, he ſtyles hamſelf emphatically, THE 
Eldar. And then the Apoftle Feter, exhorting 
the Presbyters ( x Epiſt. 5.1.) ſtyles himſelf 


ooumprofy re es, Conſenior, or FELLOW Fresh ter; 


as if he claimed no Superiority over them and 


ſtood upon a Level with them, — Bur where 
naw do we find theſe or any other Apoſtles cal- Þ 


ling themſelves Biſhops ? Doubtleſs we ſhon'd 


have been told of it, if they had done ſo. Be- 


Tyre if the Apoltle Paul! had call'd himſelf a Fel. 


Iow-Biſhop, in writing to Timothy or Tiras, there 
had been Noiſe and Rattle enough about it,— | 
But what does the Gentleman intend, when he | 
affirms, © That the Apoſtles were a&ually & pro- 
* perly Biſhops ?:If- he means, that they were 
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actually Dioceſan Biſhops, and had particular 


Charges or Provinces to rule in, this will con- 
tradict what he ſays elſewhere, when he aſſigns 
them an unlimited Commiſſion. Or if he means 
that the Juriſdiction they (every one in com- 
mon ) exerciſed over / Churches and Paſtors, 
was a proper Epiſcopacy, as his Phraſe is; then 
I inquire, whether his limited Prelate be not im- 
properly ſtyled a Biſhop; and how he can be 


! call'd a true Succeſſor. of the Apoſtles! — But it 
may be he only meant in general, That they were 
! Biſhops, as being a ſuperior. Order to Presby ters 
and exerting Authority over them, If fo ; then 


he trifles ſtrangely, and abuſes his Reader with 


| the Ambiggity of a word, which He puts one 


Conſtruction upon, and the Presbyterians another. 


He ufes the word Biſhop, in the modern Eecle- 
fiaſtical Senſe, as importing an Officer ſuperior to' 


a Presbyter : while We maintain, this is not the 
ancient Scriptural Senſe, Let them, who fay it 
is, produce any. place in the Bible, where the 
word is fo uſed, if they can. It is to be found 


! or 7 times in the New Teſtament : but it every 
where makes ſo evidently againſt the Prelatical 
! Senſe, that the - wiſer and more ſober Prelatilts 
generally ſhun all Places where the Word is uſed, 
as being nothing to their purpoſe, but rather 


tending to the Confufion of their Cauſe, And 
when they come to anſwer our Arguments from 


ſuch Places, they will not fix on any politive 
* Senſe contrary to our's, but only ſtudy Evalions 
and ad like cowardly Soldiers fly ing from a 
powerful Enemy, who truſt to their Heels, not 
do their Weapons: or if any have more Courage. 
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and reſolve at all Adventures to ſtand it out, how 


often do they charge upon one another, and fly 


in each other's Face! — To Inſtance in one Text, 


Phil. 1. 1. Where Paul ſalutes the Saints at Phz/ip- 
i, with the Biſhops and Deacons. One Party of 
hem ſays, Thoſe were Dioceſan Biſhops ; and Þ 


here they take quite different paths: One ſays, 
Fhey were the Biſhops of the neighbouring Citys, 
met for ſome Conſultation at Philippi: Another 
ſays, No; They were nor at Philippi, but with 
Paul. Again, One ſays, Theſe Biſhops were Puſtprs 
and Rulers of Churches, and had no Presby ters 
under them; no ſuch inferior Order being in- 
ſtirured by the Apoſtles : but then another fays, 
There was ſuch an inferior Order, and would 
have ir denoted here by the Deacons. Yet fur- 
ther, There's another Party, who ſay, Theſe 


' Biſhops were norhing but Presby ters, ſimple Preſ- 


byters, not having power of Jurifdiction ; which 
the Apoſtles in their times referved to Them- 
ſelves: and ſo there was no ſuch Officer as a Fre- 
late, between the Apoſtles, and the Presbyters. 
Finally, There are ſome of them, who hold, Thar 
by Biſhops here are to be underſtood both rhe Dio- 
ceſan & his Presbyters ; for that the Name was 
then'common to both Orders, & the higher Rank 
includes the lower. What Contention and Con- 
fuſion is here among the learned Advocates for 
Prelacy ! Lou ſee this one Text has ſo gravel'd 
em, that they know not which way to turn them- 
ſelves, nor how to come off : they can't agree 
among themſelves upon any tolerable Evaſion, & 
they ſeem aſham'd of one another's ſophiſtical At- 
tempts. A 
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S8. 2. But I now return to our Author ; who td 
confirm the Point he is upon, via That Biſhops 
are Succeſſors to the Apottles in their Power & 
Authority over Paſtors, proceeds ( pag. 45.) to 
offer another Argument, taken from the“ Apoſtles 
e conferring upon others the Apoſtolick Power, 
in their own Time, which ( ſays he) they would 
„never have done, if they had not concluded it 
1 was to be tranſmitted from them to others in 
a continual Succeſſion, to the End of the World. 
might make ſeveral Remarks on this Paſſage; 
but 1 ſhall confine. my ſelf to the main Thing, 
that is, to inquire into the Truth of his Hypotheſis, 
That the Apaſtles did actually confer Apoſtolic 
Power on others. It is not enough to fay, There 
were other Apoſtles, beſides thoſe Eleven, which 
CHRIS J left in Office at his Aſcenfion. For our 

Lord might afterwards raiſe up as many as he 

pleaſed : bur if their Call was immediate, their 

Miſſion from CHRIST alone, without the Inter- 

vention of Men, or their Qualifications extraor- 

dinary and peculiar, it affords no Argument at 

Jall of his deſigning a perpetual Succeſſion of 

an Order of Goſpel-Miniſters, ſuperior to ordi- 
nary Teachers. Hence then our Author mult in- 
ſtance in ſuch as receiv'd the Apoſtolate in an 
ordisary manner, by a buman Call & Ordination - 
Jorelſe his inſtances are foreign to the purpoſe, 
& prove nothing. > Hes | 
No in Fag. 45 & 46 He offers ſeveral Inſtances; 
but indeed ſuch as will hardly bear an Exami- 
nation. He firſt inſtances in Matthias : But will 
he ſay this Apoſtle was called in an ordinary 
* | 1 
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that are mention'd ( Ad. 1. 21, 22.) as neceſlanſh 
to qualify him to be joyned with the Eleven 
Apoſtles ; I ſay, were not theſe things extraord: 


Author himſelf believ'd him to be one of the 


will bear him out in this fond Conceit. --- The 


the Apoſtolical Power upon him. But how does 


- 


* 70 

manner? Nay, Does he not own himſelf, 1 
% was by the Direction of GOD, that Marth 
etc yas received into the Number of the Apoſtles 
And were not the Circumſtances & the Requilites i, 


nary ? It would then aſtoniſh one to think, any 
Man in his Wits ſhou'd offer ſuch an inſtance az, 
this in Proof that the Apoſtles did confer the; 
Apoſtolic Power on others in their Time ; or, 11 
Plea for Biſhops being the true Succeſſors of the 
Apoſtles --- The Inſtance of Zames, is exceed 
ing impertinent; ſince it appears very plainly tht 


Twelve ; and therefore to have his Call imme 
diately from CHRIST. And as for what he in. 
ſinuates about this Apoſtle's being Biſhop of Ze- 
ruſalem, nothing that he refers us to for proof, 


next Inftance he brings is Faul; but with what 
propriety I can't imagin ; eſpecially ſince he 
himſelf confeſſes, that he was immediately called 
by CHRIST. ---- His laſt Inſtance is Barnabas, who 
(he tells us) was called in the ORDINARY 
manner z by which he muſt mean, He had not an 
immediate Divine Call, but the Apoſtles conferred 


that appear ? Sure I am, we read of no ſuch 
Thing in the place he refers us to, A. 4. 36. Nay, 
we hare very. ſufficient Grounds to conclude, that 
Barnabas, when he received this new Name from 
the Apoſtles, was no more than a Teacher or 
Evangelid, We don't hear of his doing a 

1; 1:3 8 . thing 


80 C71) OR Re 
Iſing more than preaching the Word, for a con- 
«FJerable Time after this. Nay, not till after 
(what we read of, A, 13.) his Separation ( to- 
gether with Faul) to a ſpecial Miniftry, by the 
gands of certain Teachers, at the Direction of the. 
Holy Gboſt : After which indeed we find him 
all'd an Apoſtle, ordaining Elders, c. Here 
hen, There are two things, our Author muſt 
grant. ( J If Barnabas was an Apoftle really, & 
eparated to his Apoſtleſhip in an ordinary man- 
er, it muſt be at this Time : whence it will 
ollow contrary to his darling Principle ) That 
he Power of Ord inat ion is not the peculiar Pri- 
ilege of an Officer ſuperior to Presbyters or or- 
dinary Teachers; but that Teachers may ordain 
eachers, yea Biſhops and Apoſtles too. Or elſe 
2.) He muſt own Barnabas Call to be imme- 
liate and not in the ordinary manner: ſo con- 
equently the Inſtance not at all to his purpoſe,--- 
be matter of Fact, which our Author brought 
theſe Inſtances to prove, was, That the APOSTLES 
themſelves conferred Apoſtolical Power on others. 
But I believe every unbyaſs'd Reader will be of 
opinion, that all his Inſtances are impertinent, & 
fill vote the Gentleman wholly beſide his Cuſhi- 
08. — Now having thus ſap't the Foundation, 
hence the Argument he builds upon it in favor of 
his beloved Prelacy, by natural Conſequence falls 
to the Ground, & turns to nothing. JESS. 


1. 
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S. 3. But moreover, to enforce what he had 
ſaid, relating to theſe Apoſtles, our Author pro- 
eeds to inſtance in ſome athers, . wha we ie raiſed; 
from among the ordinary Faſtors, to:tlid Ae 
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| C72] 
&« ficat or Epiſcopal Order; and ehdn'd with Ati 
« thority over Churches & their Paſtors: 
Pag. 47. He inſtances in Timothy,” & endeavours 
to prove, That He had an EPISCOPAL Powet 
* over the Church of Epheſus, & the Presby ters 
and Paſtors thereof. ---- But how does he prove 
it ? Why, becauſe he had committed to him the 
ſeveral Powers of Ordination and Furiſdiction. But 
this is of little weight, & will very little ſerve out 
Author's Cauſe ; unleſs he can further prove, 
that Timothy had a PARTICULAR & fixed RE- 
LATION to that Church; at leaſt that he had 
the SOLE Power in himſelf, while refident there; 


that he was commiſſion'd to ordain & govern 


ALONE, & the Presbyrers there abſolutely ex- 
cluded : Since otherwiſe, by the ſame Rule, & 


way of Reaſoning, we may as well conclude 


that Timothy was to be ſole TEACHER at Epheſus, 
& none to preach but he ; becauſe he is exhorted 
to give bimſelf to Reading, to Exbortation and Dot: 
trine; to preach the Mord, to be inflant in ſeaſon, 
out of ſeaſon. Tis not enough to ſay, Timothy 
had theſe & thoſe Powers, & was to do this & 
rother Thing : but it mult be prov'd that the 
Elders of Epheſus had not the ſame Powers, & 


had the ſame Gifts & Qualifications) that they 
might not lay on Handt, might not reprove one ano- 


ther, as there was oceaſion, & the like. And then, 


It muſt be proved that Timothy had thoſe Powers, & 


exetcifel them, in the Capacity of a Biſhop ; not || 
ag one having extraordinary Authority and by 
virtue: of extraordinary Gifrs ; much leſs as be- 
ing an Elder: and that he had not the Afſiſtence 
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cou d not do the ſame Things, ( even though they 
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Jof the other Elders. ---- Particularly it muſt be. 


proved, That hg had the ſole Power of Ordina- 
tion, & acted ſingly herein, if ever the Prelatiſts 
wou'd gain their point. But now how improba- 
ble is this? Seeing all the Ordinations we read 
of were performed by a Plurality of Ordainers : 
and eſpecially ſeeing, if Faul was concern d in the 
Ordination of Timothy, he took the hands of the 
Presbytery with his own : for we cannot ſuppoſe 
but that Timothy wou'd follow the Pattern of his 
own Ordination, & not aſſume more Power than 
the Apoſtle: himſelf claimde CC. 
Moreover, It is obſervable, by the ſame way of 
Reaſoning that our Author makes uſe of here, to 
prove T:marby's Epiſcapacy, the Papiſts do infer 
peter s Supremacy from other places of Scripture 
(as Mat. 16. 19. Jab. 21. 15.) Where CHRIST 
gave Inſtructions, Charges and Powers to the 
Apoſtles: ; uſing the fingular number, and dire&- 
ing his Speech: to Peter in particular, even when 
the other Apoſtles Were by And indeed, 1 
think, if the mere Form of Expreſſion is any 
thing to he! built upon, the Pa piſts may as well 
pretend, that what CHRIS T here ſaid to Perer; 
was perſonal & peculiar to him, as the Prelatiſts 
appropriate to Timothy what Paul ſays in his 
Epiſtles to him about Government & Ordination. 
For perhaps Timothy might differ little more (if 
any thing) from the Reſt of the Presbyters, than 
peter did from the Reſt of the Apoſtles, * Now 


the A poſtles acted among themſelves in a cοnſtant 


Parity, notwithſtand ing the ſeeming peculiar Pow- 
ers given to Feter. And the Cafe at Ephefds might 
de the very Ahe. 2 yet 
vitae + T L * Fur- 


Furthermore, I wou'd - obſerve, If what om 
Author affirms be true, that T:mghy had a Power 
over the Presby ters of the Church of Epheſus, it 
is a Truth, that will rather hurt, than help his 
Cauſe. - For it is a plain Caſe, that the Presbyters 
of the Church of Epheſus were of the Epiſcopal 
Order. Theſe are they to whom the Apoſtle ſaid, 
Act. 20. 28. The Holy Ghoſt hath made you Biſhops, 
er ( as in our Tranſlation.) Overſeers. And in 
the 1ſt Epift. to Timothy, 3d Chap. Paul. very evi: 
dently aſeribes to theſe Elders the power of Go: 
vernment. They were to be ſuch as. ruled well 
their own Houſes, having their Children in ſubjettion 
with ell Gravity,---- for this remarkable Reaſon, 
ee bo 4 Man know\not bow. to. rule bis. own 
0 


zſe, how ſhall be take Care of the Church of GOD? 
hich paſſage, the learned Dr. Hemmarnd.( wholt 

- Authority perhaps may go as far with ſome, as 
our Author ſuppoſes Mr. Calvins will with 
others) paraphraſes thus; For ſure he that 
cannot rule ſo much a leſs Province, will be unfit 
to be made a Governour of the Church of GOD.” 
Now the Epiſcoparians agree with the Presby te- 
rians, that the Powers of Government & Ordi: 
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xraordinary. Officer, as the Presbyterians general. 
| (2.) That there is an ordinary Officer in the 
Church ſaperior to Biſhops ; fince the Epiſcops 

rians reckon all that have the powers of Govern- 
ment & Ordination'to be Biſhops. For whiek 
Reaſon. Dr. Hammond puts that Conſtruction up- 
on 2 Tim. 2. 2. Apppint: them as Biſhops in 
1 6 the ſeveralChurches UNDER THEE.—Or elſe, 
» (3.) He muſt allow ſuch Officers, as he; thinks 
*inferior to Biſhops, to have the Powers of Govern- 
ment & Ordination; which is one of the maith 


* 


"Þ Things Presbyterians contend for. 


But now in the laſt place, I won'd obſetve 5 
Our Author makes ſome Ac4nowledgments elfſe- 
where, that evidently ſubvert the Doctrine of 
I Timthy's Epiſcopacy. Pug. 25. He confeſſes Paul's 
K uriſd iction over Tinothy, when he mentions what 
F ſaid of him, That He ſerved with him, as 
Nl Son with bis Father, in the work of the Goſpel 3 
being obſtquious to Apoſtolical Orders; going 
”Þ © whither be was ſent, and gaming when called; 
Lc. And in another place 


0 our Author obſerves, 
"BD That the Apoſtles had “ Juriſdiction over all 
4 Churches“; whence it follows that Timorby an 
> Officer in the Chureh of Ephe/#s, muſt be in ſome 
p Sub jection to Puul. And if he was ſubject or ſub- 
"KF ordinate to another, then certainly he coud not 
UE be a Dioceſan Biſhop ; ſinee ſuch a Biſhop muſt 
have a Fulneſs of Power in his particular Pro- 
vince, and be exempt from the Juriſdi ion of any 
VE Eccleſiaſtical Superiors. Much leſs cou d he have 
Apoſtolic Power, as our Author pretends; becauſe 

— . © ( 


— power over the Presbyters of 


4981 


7 as he jultly obſerves pag. 17.) © All Apoſtle 
* by their Commiſſion had equal Power, and 
there was no Superiority of one Apoltle to 
another. 

In a word, If ( after all) this Gentleman will 
maintain that Timothy had ,exerciſed Epiſcopal 

Epbeſus, ( thongh he 
dare not venture to ſay, under what Defignation,“ 
as his Phraſe is) then he muſt neceſſarily grant 
one of theſe Things. Either, © 

(1.) That T:morby had an abſolute independent 
Power, and was not under the Apoltles Juriſdie- 
tion. — Or, | 

(2.) That the Power, which the Apoſtle exer- 
ciſed over him, was extraordinary; and ſo the 
Apoſtles only temporary Officers. — Or, 

(3.) That the Apoſtolical Power was not pro- 
| perly & fimply Epiſcopal, but of a different Kind; 
& i the Apoſtles an Order d iſtinct from Biſhops: 
which will infer four ſeveral Orders of Officers 
in the Chriftian Church. — Or elſe, _ 

(4.) That all Biſhops have not by Divine Right 
an Equality of Pow put may be in Subordination 
to one another, 

Let him chuſe which he will of theſe Poſtu- 
lata, he muſt needs commit violence upon one 

art or other of his Scheme ; and what he has 
built up with one hand, poll down with his 
other. 

I know not of any way now left our Aut her 
to take in defenſe of his Doctrine, but to ſay, That 
Tinothy was the Apoſtle's Subſtirate, or Delegate; 

not acting properly in his own, but in Faul 


Name, governed by Apoſtolical Inſtructions, and 
execu- 


en 2 


his 25th page 1, with what he fays in his 49th 4# 
he will appear to be of this Opinion.— But 
neither will this help his Argument at all. No 
Plea can be gather 'd from it, for Biſhops being 
Succeſſors of the A poſtles, though we ſuppoſe tho 
Delegation to. Timothy to be matter of Fact: be- 
cauſe it can't be proved, but that Timothy was an 
itinerant Miſſionary, having no particular Rela- 


tion to the Church at Epbæſus; and becauſe it 


can't be prov'd, but that the ſuppoſed Truſt 


committed to him, was a temporary and tranſient 
Aſlignation; one of thoſe extraordinary Exped i- 


ents, Which the peculiar Occaſions and Neceſſi- 


ties of that Day called for; having a © particular 


Reſpect to the firſt planting of the Goſpel, and 


the ereCting and ſettling the Chriſt ian Church 


in the world : the powers relating to which 


our Author himſelf (pag. 33.) owns were tempo- 
rary and extraordinary, ----' Particularly,. as I 


have had occafion once and again to obſerve, He 
confeſſes that the Apoſtles Juriſdiction over all 
Churches was but temporary, and need ful only 


for the primitive Times: and if ſo, I can't ſee 


how a limitred Juriſdigſon of that nature ſhould 


——— — — 
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1 Pag. 25. He ſeems to rank Timothy among the inferior 
« Paſtors, who were generally obſequious ro the Orders 


_ « of the Apoſtles, &gc. | 
I Pag. 49. He obſerves, © If it be ſaid, That Tim acted 
«only as Paul's Delegate, it rather corroborates the 
Argument: for if he had a Superior Power committed 
to him above Presbyters, whether by Delegation, 


Dor by Inyeſtiture and Ordination, it comes all te 


one. 
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executing Apoſtolical Orders. And indeed, if 
we compare what our Author ſays of Timorby in 


be neceſſary in after- times. If Pan's Juriſd iction 
over ell Churches was extraordinary, then it ſeems 
to me that the Juriſdiaion he is ſaid to exerciſe 
over the Church and Paſtors of Epheſus, in par. 
ticular, by the mediation of Timothy ( which was 
ſpecifically the ſame with that) muſt be like. 
wiſe extraordinary. Tinothy's pretended Epiſco- 
pacy cou'd be no other than the Exerciſe of Apoſ- 


' 


tolical univerſal Juriſdiction, under a particular 


Application : and this particular Truſt muſt 
ceaſe, together with the extraordinary Power, 
that was the Foundation & Source of it. 
Moreover, It is not unworthy of Confideration, 
That in the exerciſe of this ſuppoſed Epiſcopal 
Government, T:otby had an inſpired Apoſtle to 
direct him: And now will any imagin that the 
Biſhops, Timothy's pretended Succeſlors, do not 


as much want ſome higher Authority to ſupet- 


viſe them too ? Or are Presbyters the only Per · 


ſons that need to be under the Conduct & Regulati- 


oh of Superiors ! Methinks, our Timorbies as much 
need a Faul to inſpet them, as the Ptesbyters 
want a Timothy to govern them. And fince there's 


no more any Pau! with his extraordinary Powers, 


we may ſafely conclude that Timothy, his ſuppoſed 

Delegate, has long ago taken his final Leave of 

the World. 1 
But now to proceed with ou Author. 


Pag. 48. He inftanceth in Titus, & ſays, © That 


* the like Power and Authority (toifh that of 
** Timothy) was conferred on him, over the 


c Churches in Crete. But here the like Diffi- 


culties ariſe too + and if the Caſe of Both was 


the ſame, the ſame Anſwer may ſerve for _— 


_ 
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- 8 1\ball-therefore-only obſerve, that the Elders; to 
be ordained by Titus in every City, were to be 4 
blameleſs as the Srexwards of GOD, that is (ſaith | 
Dr. Hammond) & as thoſe that had the Government | 
4 of GOD's Family intruſted to them“. Now 

fince theſe Elders or Presbyters were to have the 

power of Government, they were to have that of 
Ordination likewiſe ; and ſo were to be Biſhops, 
according ta the opinion of the Epi ſcoparians, | 
Hence if dur Author aflert Titus's Epiſcopal Power | 
over them, He will entangle himſelf in all the in- 
extricable Difficulties,which I have caſt in his way, 
under the former head; © DAI $30 
Thus you ſea the two Inſtances of Timothy and 
Titus, which our Author thought wou'd afford 
convincing: Arguments for a ſettled Prelacy in 
the Church, do conclude nothing at all in favor 
of it. It was therefore ingenuouſly done f 
Dr. Whitby, to deſert his Bret hren, by making thoſe 
Conceſſions, which we find in the Preface to his 
Commentary upon Tias. As to the great Con- 
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troverſy (faith he) whether Timothy & Titus were 
indeed made Biſhops, the one of Epbeſur, the il 
other of Crete; 1 confeſs I can find nothing of — 
this matter in any Writer of the fiſt bret Cen- 


turies, nor any Intimation that they bore that 
Name. (He adds afterwards) I confeſs, that 
theſe two Inſtances, abſolutely taken, afford us no 
convincing Arguments for a ſettled Dfoceſan Epiſ- 

5 b K LES BEDS os 22d 5 


copac ß. | 

8. 4. Icome now to our Authors laſt Inſtance, 
Vis, *© The Angels of the ſeren Churches of Ma, 
„ Wbich (be telle at) were Perſons of the 4, 


2 tolical : 


Tolical & Epiſcopal” Order. But his Argument 
here is as weak and unconcluding as any of the 
Former. For there is no Evidence at all, nor anßp - 
Shadow of Reaſon to ſuppoſe, that thoſe f ngels | 
were Dioceſan Biſhops, or ſuch as had Authority |. 
over Presbyters. There is nothing in the Word 
Angel, that will yield any Demonſtration of it. 
Werther you confider theEtymology of the Name, 
or the Style of the Apocalypſe, there's nothing 
| to forbid our taking it in a Collective Senſe, for 
5 the Body of the Clergy or Presbyters- And if 
'P we look into the Efifiirs to thoſe Churches, we 
1 ſhall find many Expreſſions. that favor this Con- I! 
ſtruction : but not a brd f that J can ſee) coun- ; 
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'F tenancing the * Epiſcopal Opinion. Nay, if we 

4 ſhou'd allow every Angel tobe a i/ngle Perſon, 

the utmoſt you ean ſuppoſe him to be, is a Senior 

Paſtor in a Church ; or the Moderator of a Preſ- } 
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bytery; approved by ſome who are in their Judg- 
ment and Practice very Anti- prelatical. There is 
not the leaſt Hint given, as if theſe Angels had 
Juriſdict ion over any Inferior Miniſters; much 
leſs the ſole power of Government, and a Nega- « 
tive upon Paſtors and Churches: without which 
Things, there can be no rational Inference (from 
thoſe Angels) in favor of Dioceſan Biſnops. 
*Tis indeed one of the moſt noiſy & bluſtring Ar! 
guments made uſe oÞon' the Epiſcopal fide, but 
perhaps equally ſhallow & ſenſeleſs. 
| Thus I have faithfully examin'd all the I- 
4 ſtances, our Author has thought fit to mention, for 
1 che proof of his Point, That the Apoſtolic Power 
over Paſtors is continud in the Church, in the 
hands of Biſbapc. And I am apt to flatter my lf, 
241 of x 1 * e : = t al 


| | "Town? 
« that 1 have diſarmd him of all his ſuppoſe 
« 'Precedents, have beaten him off from 125 ſtnong 
« Holds * and turn'd moſt- of A on * 

1 1 80 himſelf. We e = oni 
113 14.7 eilig 
„Now! it. remains to r the Repli er. 48 
made to the Scripture-Prooks; which Presbyteridns 
bring : but before I paſs to that, let me look back 
a litr dle, and confider an incidental - Paſf; age or 
_ of our Author's under the former head. 4 

5704 01 henildo nssd 
8. 5. At the ns of pcke 48. ( fi 8 
Timothy & Titur ) he ſays, [ wilt tot comend but 
that in the EXERCISE OE THIS POWER, e 
might have taben the Advice & CONCUURRENCE 
of- the faithful Paſtor's in theſe Churches, & conctrted 
Affairs with tbem : and not done things: in an qr. 
burary and deſpotic. manner. To this Lrannot 
anſwer betterrthan in the words of Mr, 'Piercs . 
« As to our part;iwe do not condemn all manner 
« of precedence or pre- eminence. If the Epiſco- 
« parians had only aſſerted it tobe both laurful 
4 and uſeful, char tinong: Presbyters who are; by 
« the firſt Inſtitution, all equal, there ſhould be 
« one for Order's:ſake, placed above the reſt,” & 
« called the Biſhop ; we ſhould” not upon that 
« account have contended with them, or ſeparated 
from them. Who knows not chat the foreign 


Nr : 
E Theſe ; are Aaron, to ſome Paſſs es in the-Diſcpurſe con. 
ceerning Epileopaey ( annex'd' to the, Sort Method with the 
Deiſt:) Sold by JOHN CHECKLEY, (Pag. 49. & 9.) 
al Which Diſcourſe will have its full Con ſideratioſi 

(I doubt not) in the ſeveral ANSWERS 1 to it, chat 1 
hear are going to the Preſs. | S 
I Find" . | CE 
M « « Churches, 
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e Churches, that are under Presbyterian Govern. 
e ment, have, in their Synods and Claſſes, Ho- 


* 


& derators, Frolacutors, &c. Which are by Ex- 
% perience found neceſſary ? And if men had been 
& entruſted with thoſe Offices in our Churches, 
Hot barely pom occaſion, but for life, of as 
et long as they behay'd themſelves well in them, 
I hardly think any. Quarrel: would have riſen 
<oupan''rhis head. Nay, ſo 'tarncfily. did our 
< Miniſters defire Peace, ' that if our Biſhops had 
& been obliged to govern their Churches, with 
rothe Conſent and Aſſiſtance of their Presby ters, 
Fathey would have horn withlit rather than have 
been deprived*bf the publick Exefciſe of their 
* Miniſtry. For Ihe thus confidered with them - 
F ſelves: ; that it was enough for them, if they 
A preſeryed enti re the power they received from 


7800] and left the Confecration' whereby the 


* Presbyters are made Biſhops a$;a:uſcleſs thing, 
<.toitholewhowers ſatisfied with the Law fulneſs 
Wund Expediency of it. -This:then'is our Jud g- 
& ment, that the cdiſtinction aur Ad verſaries make 
between Presbyter and Biſhop: is groundleſs, 


+ being no where made: in the Scripture ; and 


Ss. that: CHRIST is alone a Monarch in His 
„ Church ; and that He hath;aever appointed a 
F Monafrhical Form of Government to be prac- 
A tiled in it; fince we no whete find any ſuch 
thing taught, either by CHRIST himſelf, or by 
his holy Apoſtles, * to whom he "gave ſpecial 
Commiſſion and Power to plant, and ſettle, and 
govern. his Church, in his name. Concerning 
whom therefore, (70 borrow our Author's words, 
Pag. 50, 51.) We cannot entertain the caſt doubt 
2 ws | a — 


— — 
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[ 83 4 
in our minds, but that they woiild Be froſt tth- 
ful and exact, in ſettling that Order, and Inſti- 
tuting thoſe Officers in all fully conſti tu ted 
Churches, which their Lord had appointed; and 
would be careful to leave the Church, at their 
Death under the ſame Order & Government, fut- 
niſhed with the ſame Offices & Miniſters, which 
CHRIST himſelf her Lord, had inſtituted & 48 
pointed for her Ed ificatio . 


S. 6. And now, ſince our Author is fully. per- 
ſuaded as well as I, that the Apoſtles were faith- 
ful, exact, and careful ii modellimg the Church 
accord ing to Chriſt's own appointment; T can't 


ſee, that it would have bee any great Confirmation 
of his Caufe, if he had brought forth the Records. 


of the Ancient Church, and Catalogues of its Biſhops, 


which he ſpeaks of, pag. 51. L Nay, although the 


Biſhops may be there (as pag. 43. he tells us 


they are) frequently called Apbſtles; and again, 


the Apoſtles ftiled Biſhops ; nay, further, altho* 
he cou'd make it appear as evident, as himſelF 
ſuppoſes it is, that many of the Ancients were of 
opinion, That in the Apoſtles was inſtituted 
% the Epiſcopal Office, and that in the Biſhops 
ee the Apoſtolic Office was continu'd ; This (nei- 
ther) cou'd not ſerve him much. ] For if = 
ſpeak nor according to the Inſtitution of Chriſt, 
ind his Apoſtles, we may ſafely venture to ſay, 
That ſo far as they are inconſiſtent with it, There 
it no light in them. Whereas, on the other hand, 
if we find them conformable to ir, however they 


may deferve Commendation, yet they. will add 


no weight or force at all to our Saviour's or bis 
5 M 2 Apaſtles 
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Apoſtles Inſtitution.- Much might be ſaid to this 


a 
matter, but ſince our Author only gives a tranſient 
Hint upon it, and ſeems preſently to retract it, by 
ingenuouſly confeſſing he has taken a ſtep out of 
the Line he had ſet himſelf, I ſhall add nothing 
Further in Reply to it, but the following Paſ- 
Tages from a Learned D:ſſenter, © We deny not 
(faith he ) that many of 'the Fathers ſeem to 
make a great difference betwixt Biſhops and Preſ- 
byters : but this doth not overthrow our Hypo. 
theſis. For if they are the ſame in Scripture, the 
Nyings of the Fathers cannot make them other- 
wiſe : and yet (he adds) few or none of the 
'Ancients ſay they are diftin& Orders; much leſs 


that they are fo by Divine Right : but ſome of 


them acknowlege the contrary. It is not there- 


_ Fore their ufing the name of Biſhop, in a ſenſe 


diſtinct from that of Presbyter, no, nor requiring 


Presbyters to be obedient to their Biſhop, that 


will prove a Superiority of Order Fare Divino; 
for we grant that it was the early Practice of the 
Church to chooſe one of the graveſt and wiſeſt of 
the Presbyters, and conſtitute him a ſort of Pre- 


ident over the Reft ; and that where there were 


many Presbyters in a particular Church, common- 


ly the Eldeſt or Worthieſt was as Paſtor, and the 


other his Aſſiſtants: but ſtill we know, that the 
Parſon: of a Pariſh, and his Crates, are of the 
ſame Order; and every Biſhop in England is equal 
in Ordet:to the Arch-Biſhop of Canterbury, al tho 
they take an oath of Canonical Obedience to him. 
The ſame we ſay of the Diſtin&ion betwixt Biſhop 


& Presby ter in primitive Times. This is a ſuffi- 


cient 


210 
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cient Reply to all the Antiguities, this Gentlemas 

cou'd have alledg d. . 
8. 7. In the next place our Author, pag. 52, 


produces the Teſtimony of Calvin, concerning 
the form of the ancient Church; but to what pur- 


| poſe I cannot well imagine : for I think it will 
be far from doing him any ſervice. The form 
of Government which Calvin ſpeaks of in that 


Chapter, (which is in the 4th and not in the iſt 
Book of his Inſtitutions, as the Reader may be in 
danger of miſapprehending, from our. Author's 
way of citing him) is not (as he expreſly tells 


us ) © the Order delivered in the pure word of 
GOD”; of which he had treated in the foregoing. 


Chapter; but only “ a ſort of Image of it ex- 
hibited in the form of the ancient Church.” In 
which, notwithſtanding Calvins charitable Opini- 
on, that the ancient Biſhops with a ſincere ſtudy 
« endeavoured to preſerve GOD's Inſtitution & 


“ had no mind to frame any other form ofChurche 


« Government than what was preſcribed by GOD 
„in his Word“; yet it is plain from the very 
Words recited from him by our Author, that he 
thinks, They had ſomething at leaſt, in this 
matter, diſagreeable to the Ward of GOD, ſome- 


« thing wantixg in their Order, and ſomething 


„in Which they erred.” And as for the three 
Orders, he brings in Calvin ſpeaking of, they 
are not as he repreſents them, Biſhops, Preſ- 
byters and Deacons ; hut Teaching, and Ruling 


Elders, and Deacons, His own words you may 
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Fee in the Margin K. Indeed in the next Sedi. 
on he acknowledges, That in every City the 
& Flders or Presbyters choſe one of their own 
& number, to whom eſpecially they gave the title 
<«-- of Biſhop ; but then he ſays, That he had no 
e Dominion over his Collegues, but only ( as the 
© Conſul did in the Senate) acted the part of a 
% Moderator among them; and executed what 
tc was decreed by common conſent, and was him. 
ce ſelf ſubject to the Aſſembly of his Brethren. 
Sic alior dignitate antecedebat, ut fratrum ci ui 
& ſubjicerrtur. Moreover he adds, that this was 
* hrought in by human Conſent, acsording to the 
* Confeſſion of the Antients themſelves, & brings 
Ferom for his Voucher. 1 888 
F Our Author now proceeds pag. 54. to conſider 
ſome paſſuges of Scripture, that are commonly OB 
JECTED againft what be bath advanced. 


S8. 1. And Firf, Thoſe Paſſages from which *ris 
alledged, that the Names of Biſhop and Preſ- 
by ter are promiſcuouſly uſed in the Seripture, 
“ & therefore fignify but one & the ſame Office”, 
To this, he ſays, © Ir is anſwered by SOME 
(for he ſeems not very forward to eſpouſe the 
Anſwer himſelf) “that whenever Biſhops are 
named, we are to undefſtand Biſhops proper) 


* Que mad modum tradidinus triplices miniſtros nobis commendwi 
in ſcriptura, ita quic quid F ov habuit, erys. Ecelif „ in 
RO 80 

Zen- 
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tres Ordines diflinzit : nam eæ ordine PRESBY 

Partim tiigebint Paſtôres ac Doctores : 1elihua pats a 

ſuræ Morum et Correctionibus præerat. DIACONIS com. 

m ſſa erat cura paupe um, &c. Lib. 4. C. 4. Sect. 1. 
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not Previteres which they make 


4 ſo ſo called; AA 

6 appear from t Texts broyght in favour of a 
« Community of Names”. Hare well, we ſhall 
{ce 9 ly ! 


The Fig text mentions | is in 48. 20. where 
the Apoſtle: Pau. PAVING ent from Miletus to Ephe- 
Jef, ver. 17) =D called the Ejders of the Church, 

charges. them, ( ver. 28.) Toke becd tberelors 
A 27 ſel yes, and unto all. the Flock aver. which 


the ff 
Biſhops,as ths ſame word is elſewhere tranſlated 
ſo feed the Church of GOD, &. .- Here it is as plait 
as any. th ing can be, that L S ſame perſons who 
re called Elders or Presby ters (ver. 17.) ate cal- 
fed allo Bithops, (ver. 28.) & were ſuch Officers 
e WERE: More than one of in a Church; an 
hers re,cquld, 151 be Bi 1 0 called, 
in — 4 enſe. To this our Author anſwers, 
That Z bey, 0 n be "he by gueſs ; for there 
is no foundation for it in Text : 4 They ſay } 


„ that che Apalile 18 1 Presbyters 


40 unto him, & that the rey of all the Cities 
i thereabopr were there; ſo that what he ſays, 
% ver. 28, Was principally. directed to the Biſhops, 
6c K. by way of reflection to the Pr, sbyters. ” It we 
ſhould Sranr this were true, pet ſtill their Names 
are uſed promiſcuouſly. Bur it is ſo ar from heing 
true, that it is directly contrary both to the let- 
ter oy Text, & the circumſtances of the Apoſtle. 


had — 


FFen She Apoſtle (we may conclude } 
woul have fa ia Flocks8 2 Chugebes ; ; not. Flock &% 
. - T2 And, FR 


2. The 
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ly beſt barb made you OVERSEERS (or 


If the Clergy y of all the neighbouring Cities 


k 
o * 
„ 
8 
%, 
* 
3 
„ 
Ti 
RI 
=. ; 
2 
SF 
: { 
; 
+ 
* 1 
bu © * 
: 5 
bo 
4 
72 
* 
a) 
1 
4 _ 
we 
[ 
3 
ul 
CF 
BT” 
TT. 
+2 
9 1 
* 4 
* 7 
_- 
BY 
1 
IT, 
v4 5 
3 
"+2 
: "on 
* Þ - 
1 0 
1 
1 4 
: 
o * 
4 
6,5 +; 
4 bs 
3 
. by” 
"3 
75 
CA 
$5 
» 


FJ 
: 
4. , 
"£8 
* 14 
1 
"LA 


+ An 


* 2 * * 
S "oy AG Us 4 vids, n IA ANY? IF PR 
5 * . -_ x kJ. — 2 _ 
OT NPI ORCS YT RN Ga age Sage re te 
2 4 „ We = ho oh Cape my =, 299 
* n t. 
—_—_ — 


1 es — —— — - 7 
r r — i — 


| 15 88 7 
2. The Apoſtle was row haſtening, if poſſible, 6% 
be a Jeruſalem on the day of Pentecoſt, ver. 16. and 
therefore would not call at Epheſus himſelf, leſt 
he ſhould be detained too long; but ſent for the 
Elders of the Church to come to him at Miletus: 
which makes it the moſt unlikely thing in the 
world, that he would tarry there till the Clergy 
of all the Cities about Epheſus could be called to- 
gether. So that it appears plainly both from the 
manner of the Apoſtle's Expreſſion, and from the 
great haſt he was then in, that none but the El- 
ders of the Church of Epheſus were there preſent ; 
whom the A poſtle calls Biſhops of the HOLY 
GHOST's making. To all this our Author hath 
nothing to oppoſe, but a mere Geſs, which he 
ſeems not willing to take the Credit of to himſelf; 
and which if allowed, won't ſerve the turn he 
uſes it for. p 41) Fi 
Before I diſmiſs this Text, I would obſerve 
further, that the Apoſtle charges theſe Elders to 
feed the Church. Now feeding being a metaphor 
taken from the bufineſs of a Shepherd, implies 
government as well as inſtruction. So that from 
this Text it appears, CI.) That the SAME Per- 
ſons were called Elders & Biſhops. And (2) That 
in one Church there were SEVERAL Elders, all 
ALIKE concerned in the Government of it; and 
therefore according to the Epiſcoparian Scheme, 
inveſted with the power of Ordination alſo, and 
all other Powers that belong to the higheſt Of- 
fice in the Church. So that this Text proves an 
Identity of Office as well as Name. To which 
Iwill add, (3.) That in all probability this charge 
was given to thoſe Elders,- in the preſence of 
| FF TN. > Timothy, 
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Timbrby, who appears from ver. 4. to have bans 
one; of the Apoſile's attendants in this Voyage. 
And if ſo, had the Apoſtle been of our Author's 
opinion, that he was the Biſhop of that Church 
it is very ſtrange he ſhould take no notice at all 
of him, as — with it ; nor give any charge 
to the Presbyters to pay due reſpect unto their 
Bi/hop ( whoſe Touth might tempt them to 1 iſe 
bim ) as well as to take heed to all the Floc 


The next Paſlage mentioned 1s that in Titus; 
Chap. 1. where after the Apoſtle hath laid down 
ſome of the qualifications of the Elders, whom he 
left Titus to ordain in every City, he gives this 
reaſon (ver. 7.) for inſiſting on thoſe qualifica- 
tions: For 'a BISHOP mult be blamelsſs as the 
Steward of God, &c. which wou'd be no reaſon 
at all, unleſs the Apoftle intended the ſame Of- 
ficer by the Biſhop here, which he did by the Elders 
before. To this, I can't find that our Author ſays 
any thing, which hath ſo much as tke leaſt ten- 


deney to take off the force of it. But he ſays 


one thing to perplex himſelf and his Cauſe, VIZ. 
That there were Presbyters before at Crete, an 

« Titus was to ordain ſome of them Biſhops”: 
whereas he had ſaid before pa. 48. That an 


8 * Epiſcopal Power and Authority was conferred 


on Titus over the Churches in Crete“. From 


which two Paſſages laid together one would 


think, that Titus was to ordain Biſhops; in ſome 
of the Cities in Crete, INFERIOUR to to. Pieter 
whereas the Scheme of our Author and his Bre- 


thren'is, That there is noſuperiority or. power of 
One Biſhop over — . Beſides; as Criticks ob- 


erve, 
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ſerve, the een word here fendred to ordain, 
will not bear ſuch a ſenſe : it ſigniſies plainly to 
conſtitute & appoint. And fo here it muſt needs 
mean the Ordination of perfons to the office of 
Presbyters ; and not the advancement of Presby- 
ters to be Biſhops. Presbyter or Elder here is 


the Capacity, to which perſons were to be or. 


dained ; and nor from which they were to be 
promoted, e FREY ee | 


In the next place he tells us that 1 Tim. 3. Is 
© to be underſtood of Biſhops properly ſo called; 
«© that were to be ordained to prefide over 
c other Cities, as Timothy did over Epheſus.” 
But this won't ſerve his turn; for Timothy was 
to ABIDE at Epheſus, (ch. 1. ver. 3.) and not to 


travel from City to City to ordain Biſhops. Be. 


ſides, if the Apoſtle had known any middle ſort 
of Officer ( called a Presbyter ) between the Biſhop 
Here mentioned, and the Deacon deſcribed after- 
wards, in the ſame Chapter, it is very ſtrange he 


\ ſhould give no Character of him; when he is ſo 


carefully inſtructing Timotby, bow to behave hin- 


ſelf in the Houſe of God; that he might know 


what manner of perſon to put into this Office alſo, 
if there ſhould be occaſion for it. And therefore 
we cannot but conclude, that a Biſhop and a Pref 
byter were the ſame thing in the Apoſtle's ac: 


count, and that he knew no other ordinary Off- 
xers in the Church, but Biſhops or Presby ters, 


and Deacon | 
#1 The laft Text he mentions is PII. 1. 1. Paul 
& Timothy rbe Servants of Jeſus Chrif, to 12 1b 

N | TT aints 


— —  —— 


* 


DDr wah ww. oc - 


8 — We 


r % G»in * 


22 


(ton „ „ LU Un 


＋ 91 ] C 
ſaints, in Chrift, Jeſut, which | are at Philippi, with 
the BISHOPS and DEACONS. From this text 
we gather that the Government of the Church 
at Philippi was not lodged in the hands of a ſingle 
Perſan, or a Biſhop, properly ſo called, in our 
Author's fenſe; but in the hands of a lurality, or 
Presbytery ;, and that there was no middle Order 
in the Church of Philippi, between the Biſhops & 
Deagons he ie 8 
Io this our Author anſwers, firſt, © That theſe 
« words may .. be, underſtood of the Biſhops of 
* Philipp: & other neighbouring Cities, who were 
* Wont to conyene & meet together. 
My reply is, 1. That this Epiſtle is written 
to a Church; that therefore when it ſays, To the 
9a1nts which, are at Philippi, it is to be underſtood 
of the Saints that dwelt there and conſtituted that 
Church. And. in like manner ought the Br/hops 
and. Deacons to be underſtood of thoſe that did 
belong to that Church; unleſs there were ſome: 


apparent reaſon to the contrary. e 
2. That there is no Intimation in this Epiſtle, 
that it was to be delivered to an Aſſembly of 
Biſhops convened at Philippi: that therefore there 
is no Ground for ſuch a Suppoſition ; but it is 4 
mers Gueſs, to ſerye a Cauſe that needs ſuch 
SLDS. A v4 xe Ie | pe 
by 3 Tat it is a Gueſs not only without Founda- 
tion, but againſt the expreſs words of the Epiſtle 
it ſelf. For the Apoſtle calls thoſe, whom he 
wrote it to, Philzppians, Chap. 4. 15. Te Philippzans 
know alſo, &c. Now it would be very abſurd to 
call an Aſſembly of Biſhops. met together from 
the neighbouring Cities. Ph:1ppians, only be; 
Bron, — A N £31348 
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cauſe they happened to hold a meeting at Ny. 
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4. Our Author's Gueſs cannot be right, nor yet 
the Hy potheſis which it is defigned to ſerve, be- 
cauſe the Apoſtle takes no notice of any mriddt 
Order in his Salutations. For had there at that 
day been three Orders of Officers in the Church, 
and had there been ſuch a convention of Biſhops 
of the neighbouring Cit ies at Philippi, it ' can't be 
ſuppoſed, that the Deacons, who are the loweſt 


Order, would have been prefent, and the Presby- 


ters who are ſuperior to them, not fo. And if the 
Presbyters had been preſent, certainly the A poſtle 
would not have ſaluted their Inferiors, without 
taking any notice at all of then. 
Well, If a bad Gueſs wont deſtroy the Argu- 


- 


ment founded on this Text, perhaps a forced Con- 


.ftru4ion may do the buſineſs better; for our Au: 
thor ſays, ſecondly, © That this Text may mean 


« that Paul, and the Biſhops and Peaconc that 
c were with him, ſalute the ſaints that are at 
« Philippi. As if it had run thus, Paul & Timo- 
thy the ſervants of ' Feſus Chriſt, with the Biſhops & 
Deacons ; to all the ſaints in Cbriſt Feſus, which are 
JV 

I readily agree with our Auth 


Ir, * That this 
0 e.” For it 19 
a wonder to me, that any man, that hath re'd 
the two Epiſtles of the ſame Apoftle to the Corin- 
thiuns, ſhould ever make it, In both theſe Epiſtles, 
the form of Expreſſion uſed in the Salutation, is 
exactly parallel ( both in the Original, & in our 
Tranflation) to the form of Expreſſion uſed here. 
And yet I believe the greatef Zealot for our 

— DT Author's 


» 
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Author s cauſe (when he is not out of temper) 
will hardly be able to perſwade himſelf, thay the 
Salutation, in the fir ſt of thoſe Epiſtles; ought to 
run thus; Paul an Apoſtle of Feſus Chriſt, 1 through 
the will of God, and Softhenes our Brother, with all 
that ix every lace calf 3 the name of Feſus Chriſt 
our Lord, both theirs and ours, unto the Church of 


God which i is.at Corinth, &c.- Or that the true Con- 


ſtruction ofthe Salutation in the 2d Epiltle is, 
Paul an ApoRle of Feſus Chriſt by the 7 of God, 


and Timothy our brother, with all the ſaints that ark 


in all Achaia ; unto the Church of God which is at 
Corinth, &c. — think, I need not mention the 
Reafons why I ſuppoſe no Body will be ambitious 
of the Credit of finding out ſuch a new way of 
reading the two laſt mentioned Salutatiens. And 
why the order of the Salutation in the Epiſtle 


to the Philippians ſhould be ſo inverted, as it is 


manifeſt, the fame form of Expreſſion ought not 
to be in any cher place, where it is uſed by the 
ſame Apoſtle, F believe no Reaſon can be given, 
but ſuch an one, as it will be tho't prudence not 
to expoſe. 

Our Author hath now done with the Texts of 


Scripture, from which, he ſays, we alledge that 


the Names of Biſhop and Presbyter are uſed pro- 
9 And upon the whole concludes, 
“ That if he ſhould grant an Identity of Names, 
MP: it will not follow, that there was an Iden- 
of Offces ; becauſe Names are common in Scrip- 
„ture, where Offices are acknowleged to be dif- 


8 tinct. ” But he ſhould have remembred, that 


ſomething more than a bare Identity of Names is 


argued from diverſe of theſe Texts. And * 
e 


F* 


94 


he hath been n no better able to prove, that in all 
theſe places we are to underſtand Biſhops proper- 
ly fo called, and not Presbyters; he might have 
tho't it worth his while, to have endeavoured an 
anſwer to what we argue from the Texts, belides 
a promiſcuous uſe of Names. 

For, from As 20, 27, 28. we not only prove, 
that the names of Biſhop and Presbyter are uſed 
promiſcuouſly; but alſo that the Government of 
the Church at Epheſus was commiteed to a Plura- 
lity, and not to a fingle Perſon ; and that there- 
fore all theſe Presbyters had a power of Ordina- 
tion alſo (ſince the Powers of Government and 
Ordination- go together, our Adverſaries them. 
ſelves, being Judges) from whence it follows that 
Presbyters properly ſo called have a Right by Scrip- 


ture to all thoſe, Powers; which Biſhops now 


claim as peculiar to themſelves. _- 

Again ; From 1 Tim. 3. 2, 3, 4, c. We argue 
that the Apoſtle knew of but zwo Orders of Officers 
in the Church. For it would be very ſtrange, 
when he is ſo ſollicitous, that Ti nothy might know 
bow he ought to behave bim rſelf i in the Houſe of God; 
that yet he ſhould not give him any account of the 
Qualifications neceſſary for one Order of Officers 
that belong to it. And it would be much ſtranger 
ſtill, that he ſhould be ſo very particular, in ſet» 
ting down the Qualifications of one fit for the 
Qitice of a Deacon, which is on all hands allowed 
to be the loweſt Order, and yet omit all menti- 
on of an Officer of higher Degree and more Im. 
Portance. 

So again, (to mention no more, 5 We lay, it 
appears. from £641. 1. 1. that there were but ra 

orders 
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uſed in a common, and ſometimes in an ap 
priate ſenſe, by the ſacred Writers. Thus for in- 
ſtance; Apoſiie- ſometimes ſigniſies any Meſſenger, 
and ſometimes it is more ſtrictly taken for one of 
the Twelve, immediately ſent forth by our Lone: 

| — — n ee 0 
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orders of Officers in that Church. For it would 


be no way conſiſtent with the Decency obſerved 


on all occaſions by the A poſtle, to have ſaluted 
the Deacons by name, and to have taken no no- 
tice at all of one of the Orders ſuperior to them, 
if there had been more than one that were ſo. 
And we ſay moreover, that it farther appears 
from this Text, that the higheſt Order here men- 
tioned was ſuch as there might be more than one 
of, at the ſame time, in the ſame Church, & this 
a ſmall one, (for we have reaſon to believe, the 
Philippian Chriſtians were but a /:rrle Flock.) and 
that therefore they could not be Biſhops, in the 
ſenſe of our Adverſaries; for of them there can be 
but one in a Church at once. 12 
Theſe things lie plain and obvious to every Eye 
in theſe Texts, and are much more than a bare 
Identity of Names; which is alſo demonfirable 
from ſome of them, as hath been ſhewn above. 
And though our Author is pleaſed to make light 
of the Argument from the Identity of Names to 
Identity of Offices, and many of his brethren have 
treated it with a great deal of contempt & infult - 


yet, I ſuppoſe, it the matter be duely wejghed, 


it will be found much eaſier to laugh at it, than 


to anfwer it. . 


Indeed it muſt be acknowledged, that all the 


Names of the Offices of the. Chriſtian Church, ad- 
mit of a zwofo/d. Acceptation .: being gs 
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55 Biſhop, in its common acceptation, fgnifites an 
verſeer, & Prevbyrer ſignifies an Old Nizh : - but 
they are both of them often uſed in a mote ap- 
propriare ſenſe, to denote thoſe Officers, to whom 


the Inſtruclion and Government of the Churches 


were committed. So again, Deacon, in its com- 


mon Tenſe intends any Servant or Miniſter : but 


in its ſtricter uſe is appropriated t6 that Officer; 
whoſe bulinefs it was to ſerve Tab/#s, And it is 
generally eaſy enough to diſcern from the Scope 

of the Text, when theſe words are to be taken for 
the proper Names of the Officers ſometimes de- 
noted by them; and when they are to be taken in 
the 'comon ſenſe; only to intehd Bmething that 


may be as well exprefſed by them, as by any othet 


Words of the like fignification. 
Now this Obſetvitich eaſily acebünts for the 


 Diffcutry, objected by our Author, © That the 


Apo ler N Paſtors are L requeßriy called Deacons: 
„ Upon which he truly ſays, That it cannot 


©« thence he argued, that the Apoſtles and Presby- 
ters Office was one and the fathe with the Des- 
dc c0#s. The reaſbn of which is, that the word 
Deacon in thoſe Places is uſed in its common 


ſenſe, according to the original fighification of it, 
defore it was appropri B50 as a name of diſtincti- 
to any Lig fder of Officets in the 
Church. And this our Tranflators were aware 
0 and accotdingly, is the ſenſe Atrected them, 
ave very well "rented. it Miniſter, "ih thoſe 
Places. | 
fl notwithſtanding this, it is ſceikaln ( as hath 
alfeady been kt fo that this, and the other 


names of the Offices in the Elirifitan Chutch, 
| "ny 
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And ſtill further, where we find two of theſe 


[ 


are often uſed in the New Teſtament, in a more 


ſtrict and appropriate ſenſe, to denote nen 
Offets, which by thefe names were d iſtinguiſhe 

from each other. For common ſenſe will teach 
us, that there muſt be (at leaſt) as many d iſtin- 
gniſhing names, as there were diſtinct Offices Jn 


the Church; and that diſtingion of Names m 


be as early as diſtindion of Offices. : otherwiſe 


Chriſtians muſt have been unable for ſome time 
to Expreſs themſelves: in ſome Caſes, either in 
Converſation, or in Writing, without an unintek 
tigible Ambiguity. Unleſs therefore our Author 
can prove, that the Scripture-Offices were not 


diſtinguiſhed. in the Apoſtles days, by the Names 


iven them in Se7iprare; but by ſome other names, 


| known to himſelf, and not to be met. with 


there; he muſt allow us to conclude; that where- 
ever we meet with theſe names, evidently uſed in 
a ſtrict appropriate ſenſe, there we are to under- 
ſtand certain Qicers, diſtinguiſhed by theſe names 
from Officers of any other Order, and that could 
not be diſtinguiſned from other Orders, either, 
in ſpeaking or writing, without theſe diſtinguiſh- 
ing names, Which cuſtom bad appropriated to 
them. "7 1 rag 


names (tho evidently uſed in a rict ſenſe, yet) 
indifferently applied to the ſame Office, and nevet 


find them applied to any other Office, or any other 
names applied to that Office in an appropriate 
ſenſe ; thete we mult be allowed to conclude, that 


both theſe were names, which cuſtom had given to 


one & the ſame Office; and that it was well enough 
1: 6 062 ee © 5x0 TR 
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Enn at that time from all other Offices by eit her 
of theſe names. | ISR. HD IF] 
* Now this is exactly the Caſe, with reſpeCt to 
the names, Presbyter and Biſbop. For where they 

are uſed in the moſt ſtrict appropriate ſenſe that 
can be, we find them both applied indifferently to 
the Order of Officers, unto whom the IIſtraction 
and Government of the Church was committed. 
And we never find either of them applied, in a 
ſtrict and proper ſenſe, to any other Order. Nor 
do we find the name Deacon, ever applied to 1075 
Order, but where it is manifeſtly uſed in the com- 
mon, and not in the appropriate ſenſe of the word, 
And therefore we very juſtly conclude, that not 
two, but one and the ſame Office, is intended b 
both theſe names; and that this Office was ſut- 
ficiently diſtinguiſhed in the Apoſtles Time, by 

either of them, . 
For it would be the moſt unreaſonable thing in 

the world, to imagine, that there could be 7100 
diſtinct Offices, to which theſe names belonged, 
and yet the names be certainly uſed promiſcuouſiy; 
and never ſo uſed, as that any diſtinction of Offices 
can be collected from them; nor any otber Names 
given us by the ſacred Writers, to diſtinguiſh 
Theſe Offices by; nor the names of any orber Of- 
ice given in an appropriate ſenſe, to the Office, 
to which theſe two names are, in ſuch a ſenſe 
promiſcuouſly applyed ; nor laſtly, either of theſ⸗ 
names ever given, in an appropriate ſenſe, to any 

other Office, but that of inſtructing and governing 

the Church. J 7, 

But if we ſhould let all this go for nothing, and 

take our Author's own Account of the matter, it 
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will be found to make ſtrongly for our Opinion. 


For after he hath told us, © That the Apoſtles & 


« Paſtors are frequently called Deacons ; and yet 
«that it cannot thence be argued, that the Apoſile's 


e and. Presbyter's Office was one and the ſame 


with the Deacon's: the Reaſon he gives for it is, 
That the name of the Genus is uſually given to 
* the ſpecies ; the ſuperior Office including the 


* inferior.” All Apoſtles were Presbyrers and Dea- 
< cons : though not vice verſa ;, that is, though 


all Presbyters and Deacons were not poſiles. Sq 
that according to him a ſuperior Office might be 
called by the name of an Inferior : but an inferior 
Office might not be called by. the name of a ſu- 
perior. If therefore we can find the ſame perſons, 
that are called Presbyters (and that certainly 
were Presbyters in fact as well as name) imme- 


diately after called Biſheps, it will follow, from 
our Author's own way of reaſoning, that Biſhops 
were not an order ſuperior to Presbyters. Now 
for an Inſtance of this, I will only refer him to che 
above-mentioned, Ads 20. where thoſe that are, 
called Elders or Presbyters of the Church of Epheſus, 


ver. 17. ( and who were certainly Presbyters pro- 


perly ſo called, becauſe there were more than one 
of them in the ſame Church) are called alſo Z/bope, 
ver. 28. as hath been before obſerved, 


§. 2. Now, In the next place our Author comes 
to anſwer the Arguments brot by us, for Migiſte- 
rial Parity, from ſeveral Texts, in which it is 


commanded ; ſuch as Matth. 20. 25, 26. The Lords 
of the Gentiles, &c, and the parallel places. Tho“ 
'tis to be obſerved, he groſly miſrepreſents us, 
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when he inſinuates, that we 405 this Text, or 
any of the others mention'd by him, as condemn- 
ing all Imparity among Church-Ofcers, or a ſu- 

eriority of one Order above another, or the like, 
For, we allow of the DiſtinQion betwixt Officers 
of an ordinary Character, and Others inveſted 
with extraordinary Powers: So likewiſe we diſ- 
tinguiſh between one ord inary Officer and another, 
& aſlert a difference of Order between Biſhops, & 
* Deacons. But what we make uſe of this Text for, 
15 to prove a parity of the Apoſtles among them- 
ſelves, & ſo of Presbyters or Biſhops among them- 
 felves. 3 2 1 
I cannot give into his opinion, That this 
Text forbids only that Power & Juriſdiction 
«© which is exerciſed with imperious Bitterneſs 
and Domination - but muft beg leave to thing 
( till T can obtain better Light) that it condemns 
'and inhibits all manner of Superiority & Dominion 
whatſoever, in the Caſe it relates to. And when 
our Author is pleas'd to ſay, It is not interpreted 
* to any ſuch purpoſe, by any Judicious Perſon of 
* either Perſwaſion'” ; he commits a grand Mif- 
take, and bewrays his want of Reading or Mem o- 
ry. For Some, I am ſure, (and I ſuppoſe Moft ) 
of the beſt Expolitors, and other Writers, on the 
Anti- Epiſcopal Side, do maintain, That not only 
Tyranny, but Dominion it ſelf is here ſpoken of 
and forbidden. Nay and there are Divines of 
note in the Church of Exgland too, that agree to 
this Expolition. Dr, Whitaker ſaith, © It is not 
“ Humility in the Domination, that is requi- 
red); but the very Domination it {elf is Is 
ba 1 | eden 
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and pompous Pre-eminence among Ecclefiaſtical 
« Perſons ||. So Dr. Mbitby, in his Notes on the 


attended with Tyranny 
ſeveral weighty Reaſons to enforce his Opinion; 


den v. Pr. illet ſays, „Our Saviour here 
forbiddeth, that there ſhoy'd be any Prince-like 


Place, expreſſeth himſelf thus; © I do not think 
« Chrift only forbiddeth here ſuch Dominion as is 


As © (1.) Becauſe St. Luke (in repeating this Paſ- 


« ſage ) uſes Words which will bear no ſuch ill 
„ ſenfe. (2.) Becaufe Governours (whether 


„among Zeus or Gentiles ) were not always gui 
ty of this Male-Adminiſtration. And (3.) Be- 
* cauſe Chriſt does not oppoſe to their Govern- 
ment, a jaſt Dominion, but a Minifiry on- 


» 2 | Te f 4 
5 * theſe, may be added two Arguments fur- 
ther. As (1.) It is not likely that our bleſſed 


LORD ( who always paid and taught ſuch a Re- 


verence to the Civil Magiſtrate, ſhon'd at once 


brand all the Kings and Governors in the Gentile 


World, as a Crew of Tyrants and Oppreſſors, with- 
out any Exception or Diſtinction. For (as one F 


obſerves ) © what cou'd have been the Effect of 
this, but to produce in his Followers an utter 
« Averfion to Monarchy, and to turn 'em all into 


* Republicans ? I wonder then how our Author 
came to hit upon ſuch an unhappy Conſtruction 


of our Saviour's Words. Had he been of the 


Principles of Thoſe, < who f be ſays) are for 
% CURBING the power of Princes,” it would 


not have been ſo great a Surprize, to fee him 


: L De Pont, Rue. T- Cap. ; | U zynop / p. 270. | + Anderſon. I 
; we | ſtumble 


Lei 8 


: And he adds 


1 
1 "IR a . A N A * 90 —— — . * * 


b : 
1 
1 
LE 
17 
” ; 
3 
3 
[1 
1 
1 
ö 
: 8 
. + 
: 2 N 
1 
1 
: % 4 
3 .- 
, 8 > 
| = 
= 
= 
2 4 * 
; % 
15 
1 
1 
|: : 
- BY 
1 
F / 
#1 
1 
* 
if 


RRR re 
, 22 — — — RO II — 
— — 


* 
* IR _—_ 2 rr 
* 3 * th. 3 
” IND 1 
— 1 


# 


102 


MAutmble into ſuch a Miſtake, in his Zeal and Pg 
cipitation: But for a Gentleman, who profeflli 
himſelf of the Perſuaſion of Thoſe, that aſſert 
* the juſt Rights and Prerogatives of Princes, as 
et the ſureſt Foundation of a Kingdom's Tranquil- 
* lity and Happineſs ; for him, to put ſuch a 
ſenſe upon our Savior's Words, as mult have a 
tendency to inflame the minds of Chriſtians with 
very ſtrong Prejudices againſt the Government of 
Kings and Princes, ſeems to be a very unaccounta- 
ble peece of Forgetfulneſs and Miſtake. — But 
further, (2.) I. may argue from the Occaſion, upon 
which the Words were ſpoken by our Savior. 
*Twas briefly this; The Mother of Zebedee's Chil- 
dren came with her Sons to our LORD, worſhip- 
Ping him, and deſiring a certain Favour of him, 
viz. That ber two Sons might fit, the one on his 
tight band, and the otber on his left band in bis 
Kingdom. Now we cannot reaſonably ſuppoſe, 
This Woman had any thing in View but a JUST 
Dominion; not Tyranny and Oppreſſion, but a 
Jawful Power and Authority, which (no doubt) 
ſhe hop'd her Sons wou d manage wor thily.— 
However, our Lord ſees fit to reject her Deſire; 


—ůů —— — 8 —— — — * 


* Tom. 2. Contra Bellarm. 


of tyrannical Kings, who know not GOD: Funius 
replies, We deny that there is any ſuch Re- 
«« ftriction, neither can it be proven. 
This might ſuffice : but fince our Author has 
taken a pretty deal of pains in making critical 
Remarks on the Text, to expound it out of our 
Service, if poſſible ; I ſhall do him the Juſtice, 
particularly to examine all he has ſaid, . : +» 


1ſt then, He obſerves, © That it's only a Secular 
«* Dominion, that our Lord forbids, c. Where, 
by the way, He ſeems to 7errat what he had faid 
juſt before, when he deny'd any other Dominion 
to be condemned, but only that which is exerciſed 
with imperious Bitterneſs. He has done well to 
correct himſelf, as he ſeems to do, when he here 
interprets it of ſecular Dominion; which being 


mention'd without any Limitation or Qualification, 
we muſt ſuppoſe him to allow it forbidden to the 


Apoſtles intirely, whether exerciſed with Bitter- 


neſs, or not. Now this, methinks, is a good Ad- 
vance towards the . Condemnation. of his own 


Biſhops, who ſo much affect State-Dignities, and 
ſometimes ſuſtain Civil Offices; therein approv- 


ing themſelves true Succeſlors of the Apoltles, 


while dreaming of an Earibiy Kingdom. It was 
what ſo offended good old Latimer, that he is 


ſaid in a Sermon to have adviſed King Edward VI. 


« to unlord all the Lordly Biſhops, and remove 


them from all their: temporal Offices & Employ- 


c ments, that they might follow their ſpiritual 


* Plough-Tail.—-— Wiſe & juſt Advice, it ſhoud 
ſeem ! For their frequenting the Court, arr 
e e eee eee, 


minion like that of godly Kings, but only like that 
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ME: Citndt-Twble; tung in Parliament, being 
ſometimes Regents of the Kingdom, or Ambafſã: 
dors dbroad, and the like, muſt needs take them 
very much off from their more proper Work, as 

Ir as very little ſate wich their Eccleſiaſt ical 
harder. Hence the Wiſdom of a Church of 
. England-Poriiament ſaw fir once to paſs a Vote, 
«That no Biſhop ſhould fie in Parliament, not 
* bear any ſway in Temporal: Affairs; and that 
no Clergyman ſhou'd be in the Commiſſion tor 
2 =_ Peace. The Apoſtle obſerves upon this 
; No man that warreth, entangleth * J 
Sy the af, Feirs of this Life ; requiring Timothy 
4 good Slater 4050 of the Church "CHRIST. 
125 to engage Bimtelf in any ſecular Negotiations: 
So Pr. Whitby notes on the Place; and moreovet 
obſerves to us, That the Apoftolica! Canons ( 10 
called) declare, Thoſe: Biſhops ought to be 
<« depoſed, who immerſe themſelves in worldly 
* Affairs. But I ſeem' to have forgotten, 
| we out Aithor and T have no Diſpate about theſe 
IgE | ; fince he fairly confeſſes, that our Saviot 
ive s his A poſtles & Miniſters to exerciſe Seculat 
Authority. ee hae 
© However, I don't agree with him, that this 
was all. I preſume this do'srr reach the utmoft 
eating of our Saviour. For, though he; might 
have ſome View (as our Author obſerves ) to the 
'Fewiſh opinion of a Temporal Kingdom, and de- 
nig partly to remove that Miſtake ; yet the 
_ Generality of the moſt approv'd Interpreters that 
N have Fol do ſuppoſe our Savior's Words alfo 
o have a Reference to their Eccleſiaſtical Capaci- 


. & to forbid their Affectatien of ä 
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and Authority one over another in the Church. 
And *tis very obſervable that our Lord uſed often, 


in his Replies unto others, to have a meaning be- 


yond t he Drift of the Queſtion put to him, & dif- | 


ferent from it, | | 


2. Our Author obſerves; © That Dominion; 
„ which the Lords of the Gentiles exerciſed, was 


« over their Subjefts ; not one over another. But 


how weak ap Inſinuation is this? Who knows 


not, How the Kings of the Gentiles have exerciſed. 


Lordſhip, not only over their Subjects, but ever 


& anon alſo over other Princes round about them? 


What mean Imperial Dignities, & petty Sovereign= 
ties! —— I think our Text may be ſo turned, and 


exerciſe Dominion over them, i. e. The People: 
and they that are Great, ( ſuch as Emperors ) do 
exerciſe Antbority upon them, that is, upon inferior 


Princes. But (ſays our Lord to his Apoftles ) it 


ſhall not be ſs among you. It is the Dominion of one 


Apoſtle over another, that is here forbidden: as 


ſeems evident from what is added, Whoſcever will 


be chief among you, let him be your ſervant. And 
this is but agreeable to the Scope of the Woman's 

Requeſt to our Lord, That her Sons (two of the 
Apoſtles ) might have the two bizhe# Poſts in his 


Kingdom, and fit above the other Ten ; who are 
therefore ſaid to be moved with indignation againſt 
the two Brethren, when they heard it, Moreover, 
it will be clearer ſtill, if we conſult the parallel 
Texts mention'd by our Author, ( Luk. 9. 47. & 
Chap. 22. 24) where we find the occaſion of our 


Lord's giving theſe A to his Apoſtles,” 
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is ſaid to be the Riſing of Striſe and Reaſoning 
among them, which of chem ſhould be accoumed the 
greateſt. —— Nothing then can be more evident, 
whatever the Superiority condemned here by our 
Lord might be, than that it was ſuch an one, as 


was to be exerciſed by the Apoſtles over others of 


their on Number, and hath no reſpect to a Su- 
periority over any other Order : and therefore 
muſt neceſſarily be underſtood in a Presbyrerian 
Senſe ; unleſs our Author will joyn the Papifts, 
and maintain Frrer's Supremacy : but then he 
will have thewhole Proteſtant World againſt him, 
even his own Epiſcopal Brethren, who conſtantly 
make uſe of theſe very Texts in writing againft 
the Biſhop of Rome, who pretends to be St. Feter's 
Succeſſot, and claims to be CEcumenical Primate ?! 
Now if theRomith Primacy is unlawful by virtue of 
theſeTexts, I believe any man will be hard put to't 
to give me a tolerable Reaſon, why the Eng - 
liſh Prelacy ſhou'd not be as well accounted un- 
| lawful too; for IT think it has been ſufficiently 
rov'd, that Presbyters, or Paſtors, are the true 
Zucceſlors of the Apoſtles : and therefore, fince 

there was a perfect Equality among the Apoftles 
themſelves, ir follows there ſhou'd be the like 
among ordinary Miniſters, who ſucceed them, & 
a Superiority of one Paſtor over another muft be 
eſteem d forbidden by our Saviour in theſe Texts 
we are conſidering. "1 - 

Very groundleſs are the Conſequences that our 
Author draws from the Presbyterian Interpretati- 
on of our Saviour's Words. This will not ( as he 
infinuates ) deſtroy the power of Miniſters over their 
Elocks : for, it is only the Dominion of one Mi. 
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niſter over another, that we ſuppoſe forbidden 
Neither will it defiroy the power of Synods and 
Councils, if they Keep within their proper Limits, 
& aſſume not, what the inſpired A poſtle diſclaim'd, 
A Dominion over tbe Faith of others, "FO 


3. He obſerves, © That Phraſe in Luke, He 
that 4s greateſt among you, plainly implies a Su- 
« periority of Power. But I pray, why 
not rather an Eminency of Grfes and Per ſonal 
worth, as is attributed to thoſe Apoſtles, of whom 
we read, They ſe to be Pillars. And how will 
he reconcile that Conſtruction of his, with what 
he aſſerts elſewhere, viz. © That all the Apoſtles 
„were equal! 8 Wo: 
Moreover, He argues from the Exemple of 
CHRIST miniſtring to his Diſciples, which he 
propoſeth to their Imitation, That the Com- 
mand of miniſtring takes not away the Superi- 
« ority and Power, ſince none will doubt, that 
« Chriſt was their Lord & Superior, But there's 
no weight in this, if we confider the nature of the 
Argument from CHRIST's Example ; it being 
taken 4 Majori. When he urges his own Exam- 
ple, in taking upon him the form of a Servant, & 
humbling himſelf to the meaneſt Offices for his 
Diſciples, in order to ſhame them our of their 
fooliſh Ambition to appear in the Form of Princes, 
and to lord it over one another; 1 ſay, in thus 
urging his own Example, He only argues from 
the greater to the leſs : As if he had ſaid, If 
J, who am your ſupreme Lord, have ſtoop'd ta 
miniſter unto you, How much more ſhou'd you 
my Difeiples, who _— Fellow-$Servants under 
| Fs 0 


— — 
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one Maſter, ſubmit your ſelves one to another, & 
be aſhamed any of you to ſtrive after Superiority 
and Pre-eminence over one another! —— We 
may illuſtrate and confirm this Paraphraſe, by 
our Savior's own words elfewhere, (Joh. 13. 14, 
16.) If | then your Lord and Maſter have waſh- 
ed your Feet, ye alſo ought to waſhone anothers 
Jeet. — The ſervent is not greater iban bis 

But further, 8 
4. He argues from our Saviour's InſtitutingMi- 
« niſters of different Offices & Degrees; firſt, A- 
< poſtles, then the 70, & that it can't be thought 
* he condemnd a Diſparity among Goſpel-Mi- 
© nifters. —— To this I Anſwer, That here's 
either a Fallacy, or a mean begging of the 
Queſtion. oi Ore rn > 
4 No Body diſputes a Diſtinction of Order a- 
mong Goſpel-Oficers ; though we deny an Im- 
parity among Officers of the fame Kind, and 
particularly among Biſhops, Paſtors or Teachers. 

He argues from the 70, who have been long ago 
diſcharg'd ; and Evidence brought that CHRIST 
left them not in Commiſhon at his Aſcenſion : 


or however, that they were not a Ciſtintt Order 


from the Apoſtles, - 


But if none of the former Objections will bear, 


He has another in Store, —— 


5. He adds, © If our Lord had defign'd to for- 


© bid all Diſparity among the Miniſters of the 
* Goſpel, *Tis like, he wou'd rather have ſtated 
the Oppoſition between Them, & the — 

. 9 6 


—— 
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« not the Lords of the Gentil es. 
But to this the Anſwer is eaſy. Qur Savior 
choſe this Compariſon to meet more fully with 
the. carnal Notion, our Author juſt now mention 'd, 
of an Eartbly Kingdom and Civil Dominion, which 


the Diſciples (with the Jews ) dreamt of,; as 


well as at the ſame time to reprove their Ambi- 
tion of Superiority to one another. TR. 


It might be added, ( as 1 find a Learned Man || 


obſerving ) that our Lord did at ſtate the op- 
polition twixt Them, and the Fewiſh Prieſts, be- 
cauſe the Diſciples did not as yet think of any 


other Church- Government than what at preſent 


obtained among the Fews, and CHRIST. did not 


find them ripe for receiving any Intimation there- 
of; but rho't Henongh to give. them à general 
y them afterwards,, which 


Rule to be obſerved 
( when it was to be put in practice) they wou'd 
eafily conceive the meaning of, after their Undex+ 


ſtaridings were opened, and all Things brought 0 


their Remembrance by the Holy Ghoſt. This 
Thought is ſuggeſted to us by Mr. DodeeFi( that 


celebrated Champion of the Church of Eng/znd ) 
The Apoſtles themſelves ( ſaith he) do nat ſeem 
d habe known any thing concerning the, Gavern- 


nent of the Church, till their Separationfrom-the 
& Synagogues. :: They were by Birth JEWS, and 
& gęalou g of the Lato and C 1018S of the in Farber 55 


* endif our Lord ( before that) had revealed any 
te thing to them which looked ; that way, that is, 4 
„ Change of Government, ibey bad been in hazard 
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* of revolting from him, inſtead of obeying him, 
% And therefore our Lord dealt cautiouſly with then, 
* and would not put new wine into old Bottles, nor 
* while their Minds were yet alienated, bear in new 
& Revelations upon them concerning Fatts, from 
* which They wou'd have had an Averſion, moon 


ew lt. +Q th SY. trog =. 


Thus I have remov'd (TI hope) all that our 
Aautbor has offerd to invalidate our Objection « 
againſt Pre/acy from our Savior's Rule in Mar. 20. 
25, 26.--- And have vindicated the Parallel Places 
therewith. | | f 1 
Yet I wou'd take particular Notice of the laſt 
Text our Author mentions, that is, 1 Pet. 5. 2, 3. 
Fred the Flock of God, which is among you, taking 
. rhe overſight thereof ( or acting as Biſhops over it, ) 
Tot y conſtraint, but willingly, not for filthy Lucre, 
il Ma ready mind : neither ar being Lords over 
God's Heritage, but being Enſamples to the Flock. 
He brings in this, as a parallel place, but I do 
hot remember at preſent, that I have known it to 
be improv'd by any of our Perſuaſion, to the fame 
wrpoſe with the other Texts: So that ( to re- 
t his own Charge) it ſeems not fair and in- 
genuous Dealing in him to mention it as ſo alledg- 
ed. However fince it falls in my way, I will ob- 
ferve'upon it, with our Author, That Lording 
e ce GOD's Heritage is here expreſly diſcharg'd 
or forbidden. From this Text it is plain that 
 Gofpel-Biſhops are not to be Lording Biſhops z are 
not to exerciſe Princelike or Maſterly Dominion 
over their Flocks. CHRIST will have no ſuch 
Government, either of Miniſters over Miniſters, 
or of Miniſters over their Flocks : The Apoſtle 
. difclaim d 
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| | | 11 4 | | 
diſclaim'd it, 2 Cor. 1. 24. Nor for that we h 
Dominion over your Faith, but are Helpers of you 
Foy. 80, 1 Cor. 3. 5. Who is Paul? And Whois 
Apollos ? Buys Miniſters, by whom ye believed 
2 Cor, 3. 5. We preach not our ſelves, but Chrift 
Feſus the LORD, and our ſelves your SERVANTS 
for Jeſus ſake, Hence (as Dr. Whitby obſerves *) 
“ are they ſo often ſtiled Mznifers, and their 
« Work a Miniſiry to the Saints : And therefore, 
« faith he, All the Office any man can have in 
« the Kingdom of CHRIST, can only be a larger 
* Minitry to others, The Office of Miniſters is 
4 to reveal the M of CHRIST. He will allow 
te them no ſuch Power over others, as to rule 
« them by their own ill, in an arbitrary way; 
to ſer up themſelves for Lazgivers or Diftators, 
expecting that the People ſhould entertain alt 
their Doctrines with an implicit Faith, and yield 
2 blindObedience to all their Decrees & Canons.— 
This is indeed Lord:ng over GOD's Heritage. And 


# wou'd to GOD there had been leſs of this Domi- 


necring Spirit in the Chriſtian World! I am ſure 
there ought not to be (to uſe Dr. Wh:tby's {| phrafe) 
any 8 Magiſterial Guides in the Church of 

Our Author acknowlepes the Prohibition of this 
Domineering in Miniſters over their Flocks ; yet 
he well obſerves, © The Paſtor's Power & Autho» 
& rity over them, is expreſly aſſerted ( Heb. 13. 
*. 7, 17. ) where they are called Ravers, and the 
s People commanded to obey them. Yea, He 
might have obſerved, That the ſame is aſſerted 


* Notes on Mar, 20, 23. 1 Notes on Eph, 4 4 | 
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im dur Text, 1 Pyr. 5. 2. where the Presbyters 
are exhorted to feed the Flock of God, raking. the 
overſight thereof, &c. Here's à plain Text for 
the ſpiritual Juriſdiction and ruling Power of 
Presbyters. Tis couched in two Words. FEED 
the Flock ; Nopavars z a word, which (as one 1 
« obſerves) the Defenders of the Hierarchy con- 
« tend, does not ſignify barely to Feed, but to 
< provide Food as the Governor of a Family, and 
ec tis often uſed for Government, and ſometimes 


« for that of Princes: but however, it cettainly 


* ſignifies the Office of a Paſtor, and is a good 
«- Argument that the Paſtoral Power is veſted in 
& Presbyters. The other word is Br vrts; 
£ Taking the Overſight, Performing thE Epiſcopal 
& Office, or doing the work of Biſhops. So then 
< Epiſcopal Juriſdiction belongs to Presbyters. 


. If this Text does not prove it, I deſpair of 


© ever underſtanding the Meaning of Words, — 
“% The. Power of Orders is with the like Clearneſs 


& attributed to Presbyters in othet places of 


<; Scripture ; notwithſtanding what our Author 


ass ſaid to the contrary. 


§. 3. In the laſt place, He comes to conſider a 
Text brought for Presbyterian Ordination, viz. 
That of the Apoſtle, 1 Tim. 4. 14. Neglect not the 
Gift --- which was given Thee — with the Laying on 


the Hands of the Presbytery.. We judge it evi- 


dent from this Place, That Presbyrers have a 
Right and Power to ordain Presbyters. And I 
think, nothing he has 1aid do's at all diſprove it. 
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dec grant that Frechytery is to be underſtood here 


1 2 


As for eee Ordinatioa 
belongs, if not ſolely, yet chiefly, to Biſliops A 
tals don't at all move me : becauſe it 8 Well 
known, that whatever Ferom "RO culiar.to.. 
GRADS, he thought to be 9 7 la e 
Cuſtom of the Church, than by Divine Ache 


E went *. And what hg F and ſeveral 


the Latins, interpreted the Presbytery in our pong 
to be the Office o Prepby te ts, as Calvin has d ne_ 
ſince; yet Chryſaſlom and other of the Greek Fa- 
chers ( who muff be ſuppoſed to underſtand. their 
own Language at leaft as well) do interpret it 
of the Cnfttory. ordaining z not of the Office. 
ordained to And ſo the word is always uſed” 
elſewhere in the New. Teſtament, Inftances' of. 
which you may find, Luk. 22. 66. Ace 5 5 Se. 
Where the word cannot be underſtood of Mee, B 
bur muff intend. the Conſiſtory or Community ok | 

resbyters.. And in thelatfer Text, it is render d, 
I be ERate of the Elder, Ordo Seniorum, The un- 
etl of Presbyters. And indeed Criticks tell us, 
55 the Fre tbyterate or Office of Presbyter is 
eeefBuTepe? e, and not Theofurs' pioy the word _uled 
ere, which they ſay always lignifies the Con- 


bſto ory. 
But our Author objects; « That if he ſhould 


te «© of the Meeting of Presby ters, yet it will not 
2 that they had full power and authority. 
ordain ; for here ( ſays he) at the moſt they, 


75 did but concur and aſſiſt in the ordination of 
— — — — —ͤä( — 


n 7] ; Conſuetidine,” am Tipofrins Dominice' Viritate, dee⸗ 
255 "AY Haben in Epiſ. a rucen I. 
Q. Tinofby, 
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imat as is evident from 2'Tim. f. 6. Where: 
«the Apoſtle calling on him to flir 4p that Git, 

it, Which is 1 Thee, by the Purting on of 


„Hays of it, 
F 
To which I anſwer ; If we take this to refer 
te Timorby's Ordination (which is queſtioned by ||| 
many) altho' it appears from hence, that the 
Apoſtte laid on hands, as well as the Afﬀembly 
or Council of Presbyters, in the Ordination of 
Timothy: yet that gives us no more grounds to 
ſuſpect, That the Presbyrers had not full power 
and authority to ordain by themſelves, than it 
does to ſuſpect whether the Apoſfle had power to 
ordain by himſelf. For the Apoſtle plainly at- 
tfibures ds much to the laying on of the bands of |- 
ade Presbytery, in the firſt Epiftle, as he does to 
ade putting on of his own hands, in the ot her; which 
it would be very unreaſonable for him to do, if 
the Presbytery had not had the ſame power with {| 
himfalf in that Cafe. And if inſtead of the hands 
of the Presbytery, in the firſt Epiſtle, it had been 
Nid, that Timothy was ordained by the laying on 
of the hands of the BISHOP, (notwithſtanding 
the mention of the Apoſtle's hands alſo in the 
_ Kecond Epiſtle,) I queſtion not, but our Author 
Would have triumphed in it, and tho't the Text 
decifive,.., Whereas now he tells us, It is certain 
« that Apoſtles did ordain without the Concur- 
rence of Presby ters; but he reads not that ever 
* Presby ters ordained without an Apoſtle. or 
* Biſhop : And without a warrant or precedent 
4. to be found for it in Scripture, he knows. not 
r 
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iT can't tell whether it will. help our Author 


under his doubts, or_perplex him till mo fe, 
to mention what ſome have. obſerved, © That 
the Scriptures are Wholly filent about ordination 
* by a Biſhop ; that indeed they ſometimes ſpeak 
© of ordination by the ApoRles, & the Apoftles 
4 ſometimes call themſelves Elders or Presbyters 
* but they read not that the Apoſtles Tre ever 
called Biſbops in the New Teſtament ; or that 
de the laying on of hands, either without an Apoſ- 
* tle, or with one, is any where aſcribed to any 
4 perſon that is called a Biſhop in the word of 
*© GOD. This Obſervation may perhaps dra 
ſome weak perſons into doubts about the validity 
e Ordination. — But the truth of the 
Caſe is, (as hath been, I hope, abundantly prov'd, 
in the preceeding pages) that Cole © & Presby» \ 
ters are one and the ſame Order by Divine Inſtitu- 
ion; and that they ſucceed the Apoſiles in all 
their ordinary Powers, of which that of Ordination 
is one; which is warrant enough for Ordination 
by Presbyters, and the very ſame warrant which 
thoſe have for it, who are now, by Cuſtom, and 
humane Conſtitutions, dignified and diſtinguiſhed 
with the Title of B;ſhops, But if our Author 
mult have a Precedent, as well as a Warrant, for 
Ordination by -Presbyters, and ſuch a Precedent 
too as no Apoſtle was concerned in; I might with 
gs good reaſon inſiſt upon his giving an Inffance 
of ſuch an Ordination, by any perſon, or perſons 
that are any where called B:ſhaps. However, if 
he will pleaſe to read As 13. begin, and then 
conſider. what he _ generally enn, 
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"by Propbere and Teachers, i. e. Ptesbyters I, arid 
What he takes to be the defign of 


8 | | Prazer and J 2 
' poſttion of bands (i. e. ©, the appointing & ſetting 
Perſons apart to the Goſpel-Miniſtry ” pa. 12.) 

hope he will find a Precedent to his heart's de- 

fire, in which no Apoſtle (nor Dioceſan Biſhop ) 


* 


ö was otherwiſe than paſſively concerned. 
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| II thought now to have drawn to a Cloſe * 
] but I muſt beg leave to take Notice here of a'Paſ- 
ſage or two in our Aulbors CONCLUSION ; 
| wherein he ſeems to intend ſomething New of Ar- 
gumenr. e e ant 


N Pag. 61. He obſerves, Ve cannot find in all the 
ö "New Teftament the leaſt Inſinuation, that after a ſhart 
'Time the Apoſtolical Power over ordinary Paſtors 
was to ceaſe ; which is the ſame Argument that 
Dr. Scott brings and builds much upon ; who 
ſpeaking of the Apoſtolick Office ſays, © Men 
«© muſt prove it's zepealed by the ſame Authority 
that eſtabliſht ir, before they preſume to re- 
* nounce it; for ( ſays he) The Obligation of 
£*-Divine Commands is diſſolvable only by Divine 
«© Corntermands : ſo that tho GOD had nor de- 
< clared he inſtituted it for Perpetuity ; yet till 
he declare the contrary, the Inſtitution muft 
© bind & preſcribe to all Ages & Nations. But 
methinks, this admits of an eaſy Anſwer. For 
what need is there of an expreſs Repeal or formal 
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1 Pag. 19. He makes Paſtors & Teachers to be of the 
„ ſecond Order of church.Officers ; the ſame with the Seventy 

«© Diſciples. — And Pag. 36. He makes Apoſtles, Pro- 
phers, and Teachers, to be different Orders, fixed in tho 
Church. Ser allo his 13th and z4th Pages 

| Anhibition, 
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he was not in Communion with them in theſe 


Thus Pr. Barrom in his Treatiſe of the Pope's 
Supremacy *: whoſe works are p 


Ws... ] W 
In Where the Redſon of the Thing ceaſeth; 
"as is apparently the Cafe before us“ I think it 
has been ſufficieatly proved, That the Apoſtolic - 
Power ſpoken. of, was founded in peculiar and 
" extraordinary Ends and Deſigns, reſpecting the In- 
fancy of the Goſpel-Diſpenſation; That there's 
nothing in the Natare and Reaſon of things requi- 
ring the Continuance of it, nor the leaſt Intima- 
tion given in Sripture, to move us to think it any 
other than Temporary. Bur after all I have ſaid, 
I don't know whether our Author and his Bre- 
-threa will be convinced. If not, I with they 
would go to School to an eminent Divine of their 
own Church, and a great Ornament of it, though 


"Notions ; I mean the Learned Dr. Barrow, who 
freely declares his Judgment, That the Apoſtle- 
hip, as ſuch ( #rifly eating) was perſonal 
and temporary, and in all reſpects exttaordina- 
ry; conferred in a ſpecial manner, defign'd fox 
« ſpecial purpoſes, diſcharged by ſpecial aids, en- 
* dowed with ſpecial privileges, as was needful 
« for the propagation of Chriſtianity & founding 
of Churches: That the Apoſtles did not pre- 
« tend to communicate it: That they did indeed 
„ appoint ſtanding Paſtors and Teachers in each 
* Church, but not conſtitute Apoſtles: and that 
* (as faith' Bellarmine) Biſhops have no true 
« . Apoſtolical Authority: That this in its Nature 
& Deſign was not communicable to others, Cc. 
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Biſhop; Tiltorfon: ; * ſo — we. have 
e of this e Deen aſa, Nei . 
re rn 
2 Now further, Oo 
Bog. 62. Our Aurbor ; argues TY the Presby- 
terian Principle, from ze dangerous. e 
20 Religion, as if it open d a Gap 40 ell Errors, and 
led to he Subverſion. of. the whole. Goſpel M3. 
niſtry. This, I ſuppoſe, he might think wou'd 
boy 1 e ae and make us look to l ſelves, 
and beware how we attempt to Y, 
155 Presbyrery mould unhappily ll wi e 
ſee no Cauſe: for ſuch, a Fear. Beſute I can, Age 
no ground to apprehend. any ore danger. in our 


nn 


affſirming the Apoſtles Authority over Paſtors to 


be vrholly & abſolutely extraordinary, than in or 


Authar's affirming their wzlimited Commiſſion was, io. 
Neither am I able to diſcern how it may 174 
more, or 90 any better grounds, be improu'd 


gainſt the Office f 4 Presbyter ; Nor indeed — 


it can at all be ſo improv'd;, with any ſhew of 
Reaſon. For the Neceſity of a; Goſpel-Miniſtry 
may be evinced by many. Arguments of a moral 
Nature: The Ends and Grounds of it being mani- 
feſtly x fuck debe agree to all Ages. of the Church to 
the End of the World. And then there is the 
cleareſt Scrigtu- e imaginable, that it was 
defign'd.to.. be pet petual. We. hug the. ſome, Evi. 
dence for the 1e Daratia the Paſtoral 
Office, ar ue bavefor, xs; forft,lnjtitution, : rbeveas 
ne fe ſolid. e ug (L Dy * as yet 1 5 
rought to ſupport the! , 4 m, ei 
from Reaſon or Scripture. 80 10 So that +, res by 


rians uneins of this, cannot in the leaſt ns. 
: to 


179 J. 
to Nerve th Bel gu af thoſe that ate br Igtitel 
ciſting off a ſtunding Miaiftty:: und if ſuck hav 
nothing derre to ſay in Defenſe of their Prineiple 
n what our Aurbor Hath ſuggeſted in their: 6s 
half, we ſee no occafion for much Feat from chiy 
Is i Nin HL.) OW1 rh 0 by 0 10 I lh 71119 
| J THE BD 4 V uk 1 
4 D# aus * A. Peay ar I desen, that 
e ſhowen the Weakneſs of our Aurbors | 
ſuppoled Dementtraticns,"axid the Inconfiſtency of 
bis Aecount- with the Scripture.- uccoumt \of * rhafs 
#anters ; I. ſhall only add; by wmay.of Concluſion, Tome 
of his own Expoſtularions (with a little alicration; 
turned upon himſelf and 'thoſe of his perſdaſion } 
in ibe Spirit of 'meeneſs and Love, and cally i 
1e ( . him) what 25: abe' ground of 'u/Þ1hat 
ie and Clowour,' Harrid und "Prejutice; 'raifet 
azeinſt them, "who are "of 'ihe''Printip He 04790 8 
Birr of ChurcheGvoertiment, abich l Reed les 
fending? rer een i. e — Na 1 
Nie API „e om CHRIST JESUS 7 be fols 
Lord e Lawgiver to bis Chureb ; That b#birb"Fower 
10 eſtabliſb Order and Gene pen, tber, und 15 
inſtitute what Offices he plliſetb in hir Hiri 
N e Theſe are re kings we earneſtly: Lon. 
ten | 5 e. e nene ee A 4 0331 
We are fully 8 dat He, who is of in 
Wiſdom and 2255 Bard di oſed 4 Aﬀuirs' Pee 
tating to tbe Gboernment of bis Church} in ibe moſt 
excellent Merbod, ro prombre'the Edificartor and 80 
vation of bis Prople. And therefore we cannot con. 
fenr, that the Foolifhneſs' of Men fhebld inter- 
meddle and alter the Conftitutions of Piyite Wi 


dem. a erer —— cs T vi: ten UE. ' las 
g We 
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« We plainiy find but one Order off Oftcers,: the 
Eleven Apofiles, left iu the Church by CHRIST 
himſelf At dis Aſcenſion into Heaven: and one 
Order more, tbr ſemmn Deacons, inſtituted after - 
Wards by the Apoſtles under the Condutt of the 
N Spirit of GOD. Theſe two Orders are aungqueſii-) 
cnably of Divine Inſtitution ; but more we cannot 
nid ti be ſo. We defire to preſerve to each of 
| theſt, all the ordinary Poteers they were entruſt- 
ed withiby;-Divine Appointment ; and not to 


| | thraſt either. of them into Etaployments, which 
| the wiſdom of GOD never allotted to them. We 


are far:from faying that either of theſe: Offices 
was temporary. We only affirm; that the former 
of them had ſome Powers at the beginning, which. 
were'gxmrdordinary.cand temporary, and expired 
with the Perſons they were committed; to : but 
that as to theit ordinaxy Powers, they have been. 
ang ſhall be ſucceeded, to the end of be Wirid, b 
Fresbyters or Biſhops, whom we every where 
find in Scriprure to be une and the ſame Order. 
„ And; now. let any impartialiy Judge, abo do moſt 
truly afſers..Chri#'s Kingly Office, and, tbe Prergga: 
gives of his Craton; WE, who, plead, for bis Inſtitu- 
1401, and-cleſely; adbere thereunto, and ro the Offices 
which'be bath appointed in bis Church, without in; 
Srealipgtheir Number, or Fung, ta, or taking 
Any thidg away from; the 77 2 7Wer's, he com: 
mitted to either of them. Or THEY: who malte 
held with his Inſtitut ion, to alter it as they pleaſe 2 
ho have ſet up:mote Officers in the Church, than 
were appointed by CHRIS T and his Apoſtles. 
who Bals thoſe, to pteach and baptiſe, whoſe | 
only Buſineſs, by Divine Appointment, is = ier 
Je | | mY 4A ADICS 3 
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Tables : and who have raſhierd in à great meã- 
Ture CHRIST. prime Officers — entatives, 
and the Churches principal Guides, and bave.deprivd 
the Church very much of the Benefit of theſe Pledges 
F ber Lord's Care and Kindneſs, the Paſtors and 
Teachers, which he gave her, when be aſcended up 1 
Heaven 4: who have intirely wreſted the Power 
of Government, and wou'd take that of Ord ina- 
tion alſo; out of the Hands of perhaps Ninety 
nine in an Hundred of Thoſe to whom CHRIST 
himſelf by his Commiſſion gave them; and this 
only apon « falſe and groundleſs Suppoſition, that 
the Apoſtles Authority over Paſtors: was one of 
their ordinary Powers, and inherited by Biſhops, 
as an Order of Men by Divine Right ſuperior- to 
Presby ters, and ſucceeding to the Apoſtles. The 
Falſeneſi of which I have already ſhewed ; and ſpall 
now repreſent briefly of what dangerous Conſequence 
it is 70 "Religion, —— To deny Presbyters- the 
power of Ordination, is in effect to deny the validi- 
zy of all the Adminiſtrations of Thoſe, who are 
not under. the Epiſcopal Form of Government; 
or who, if under it now, yet derive the Succeſh- 
on of their Biſhops from ſuch as were ordain'd 
by Presbyrers : which is to number far the big- 
geſt part of the Proteſtant Churches, and in all 
Probability the Church of Exgland it ſelf, amon 
' Aliens from the Common Wealth of I/reel, an 
Strangers from the Covenants of Promiſe, wh 
h pe, 'and are without CHRIST, —4 
0D in the World !-— To alledge 
Biſhops are the true Succeſſors to the Apoſiles, 
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elſe bey have no Sar .x ut ot k 5 ths 
. — Jucceed only to the. Seventy... have. no 
Clai t to the Gommiſhon given to the fpoſtes... at. our 
Sori Aſcunſion, or to iht Promi ſe annum xcd; * 
ſurely ir ta mute the Rule and Standard ts our Re- 
 Bizion'uncertain:and unfixcd, and afiens 4 ap 408 
$776r5) and: Confuſions. To put Ecclet fad 
| Goverfiment into Lay-Hands, and Ta ſet up neu 
| Offces: paramount 10 thoſe that CHRIST bas ap- 
N pointed: and 10 alter. any of his holy Inſtitutions, 
What intolerahle Preſumption is it? +—— At this 
Nate and upon. the [ike 'Bretences, Papiſis ſet up 
ſeverhl more Officers, particular Cardinals, and || 
Paramdunt to all, the POPE, claiming! -Apoſtdli- | 
wal Power and Infallibility, — ig to be 
CHRIS T's Vicar, the great Mohateh and _— | 
Head of the Church. Cãtholick ; from | 
other Eccleſiaſtical Miniſters derive their . 
ty 3 Nereſſury ( fay they) for the deciding of | 
Conttoverſies, for preſerving the Unity of the 
Church, and rend ring the New-Teſtarzent-Church, 
conforthable to the Etrurch of the Oid 1 ee 
which had a Higb Fritſtabove all. 
Now F any thus prinripled cd be fee 
lan Aſcendent- over 1 Populace, ar to inſpire Then 
01h" this unhappy Nanon; and theteby "Infldemec 
Irbom ve neh in favour of the Remiſh' Papacy, 40 
bey bade bern for the Engliſh Prelacytz vberhe 
Aden become of Orden in the Church? GO Drforbid 
Thar aviy. ſadb voi, rief Should: lat Mare n 
«Proteſtants Feople ! * Luaſte tba Sapphſition:it9 
repreſent Thereby the s-Confequenee of tba 
Lk That there ate by Pivine Appointment | 


ihops of a diſtin and Tuperior Order to Paltrs 
| an 
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and Teachers; always nechſſary for the Good of 
the Church, and without which the Apoſtles 

have no Succeſfors at all, nor is any Church right- 
ly. conftitured. For it may be improvid very much 
in favour of Popery; and I think can bedefended by 
no Arguments, but what almoſt as ſtrongly operate 
againlt the Proteſtant. Reformation. And 
there may came an unbeppy Juncture when the Papacy 
may come to he thought at needful as Prelacy. Fur 


 elas 1 If, ibe Tratb may he told, tit gredtly to lea 


fear'd, that the Power of Paſtors, & the ſtrict Dif 
etplinecammonly: uſed in-Presby terial Churches, 
bs become intolerable $0 100 mary car ul Libertines, 
whoſe Language is that, Come, let vs - break tbrir 
Bouds' aſunder, and cat away tbeir Cords from us + 
and that not a few, who with an unchatitable 8 
bitter Zeal contend for the Epiſcopal Pre- eminence, 
have too much of the Roman Leaven in them ; 
ars too ſintere Friends to the Papal Supremacy, 
and only want'd favorable Opportunity to vent tbeir 
Minds, and throw off the Mask Or at leaſt 
they may be ſuppos'd in no little danger of con- 
tracting a Reverence and Affection to it; ſince 
this furious Leal for a difference of Order among 


Goſpel-Miniſters, ſeems to tend by a natural Ef- 


ficacy to beget in them favorable Thoughts of a 
Diſtinction and Subord ination among Biſbops like- 
wiſe, and to prepare their Minds to embrace the 
Notion of a ſuapreme Biſhop „ and. 15 to pave 
the way for their Complete Return to Rome, 
and moſt humble Submiilion to the Sovereign 
ponriGarey i Va 
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How will they be able to anſwer to GOD end 
their own Conſciences for it? Who bave com- 
brned together to propagate Doctrines ſo unſcriptu- 
ral in themſelves ;- ſo uncharitable and unmerci- 
ful in their Conſequences ; and in their tendency, 
ſo fatal to hit Order ſettled by CHRIST in his 
Church; and who have left no Stone unturned, in 
. their reſileſs Endeavours, to bring the ' ſacred Mi- 

niſtry of Presbyterian Biſhops & Paſtors into per- 
Poetual Contempts, and ha ve indaſtrioufly _ them- 

elves to oppoſe & fruſtrate all their Gaſpel. Ad- 
miniftrations ; and not only to alienate the minds of 
poor ſimple People from thoſe their Rightful Go- 
vernors and Faſtors , but with Noiſe and Clamour, 
bitter I. veltives, have too often endeayoured 
to inſpire them with the higheſt Rage & Fury to 
commit the moſt horrid Outrages on their ſacred 
Perſons, as gool Service done to G0 D; and all 
upon no other account, but their firm adherence un- 


zo the Inſtitutions of JESUS CHRIST. 


T will now only add my ſincere wiſhes, in the very 
Terms of our Author's own concluding Collect: — 
Father, forgive them; they know not what they do: 
Lord, lay not this Sin to their Charge; But merci- 
fully open their Eyes : that they may ſee the Evil of 
their Ways, and may be converied to the Way of 
Truth and Godlineſs, Peace and Charity, Unity and 

Order ; and be eternally ſaved, through Feſus 
Chriſt our Lord, ——— To whom, with God the 
Father, and God the Holy Ghz, be the Kingdom, 
Power, and Glory for ever, Amen. PEW 
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T His, Sin 1 FIST in | ſome peine bettina 
| - what. I undertook at your Requeſt .; z have 
made my Remarks upon the moſt material Paſt 
Ages in "is Book you ſent. me; and T ſuppoſe 
nothing that might be likely, to lead. utwary 
Readers into any conſiderable Miſtakes, hath 
eſcap'd a ſufficient, Notice. The Diſcaurſe hath 
{well'd a great deal beyond my Expectations : - 
and yet I have wav'd much of what might have 
been . ſaid under ſeveral Heads : and 1275 paſt 
over divers Things in, our Author, not unexcepti- 
onable, as being of leſſer Conſequence. Though 
I muſt confeſs, I have been now and then almoſt 
inſenſibly drawn to debate ſome more minute Par- 
ticulars, than Itho't at firſt to, trouble you with 
any Reflections upon; and. have ſet too great a 
Tas k to your Patience : but I truſt your Candour 
will overlook and excuſe this, and all other Im- 
perfections af my Performance. I have almoſt. 
wholly confin'd my ſelf to the Defenſive Part, 
or at leaſt not meddl'd with any thing (that 1 
remember) but what our Author has unavoida- 
bly led me into; becauſe I was not willing to give 
any unneceſſury. Frovocation. For which Reaſon 
alſo, I have, hardly at all allow'd my ſelf to ad- 
dreſs the Paſfonc, or ta write in the declamazory ; 
Strain, at Jeaſt not ſo much as ſome might per- 
haps reaſonably have expected on this occafion ; 
_ eſpecially fince our aui ber had ſer me an Example, 
by mixing ſo much of Harangue with his Argu- 
ings for I am ſenſible, it is no eaſy matter to 
write in this Method, without ſaying ſuch Things 


as ſome orhers wou'd think, however tiue & jult, 
| 7 yet 


. yet grievous to be born, and touching too near 
I have.ſtydy'd. to preſerye a due Moderation and 
Temper which the Laws both of 42 
Cheſſtianity oblige to: and endeavor'd that lo- 
thing might fall from me, that could give offence 
to any, 'byt ſuch as will be offended at whatever 
thwarts their own Opinion; of which Sort 4 
Ferſans there are (it may be) too many in all 
Parties. It had been eaſy ta have been rare and 
ſevere in ſeveral places, where perhaps there was 
ſufficient Provocat ion given : but I am none of thoſe 
that love to be always dealing in Satyr. And if 
any Expreſſions have happen'd to flip from me, 
that may ſeem a little too warm or harſh, 1 ſhalt 
| e „„ 


* 


be ſorry for it. 


What Occaſion there may be for making any 
thing of this Nature puhlick, you are in berter 
_ Circumſtances to judge than I. For, as I have 

written at your Deſire ; fo my Reaſons: for it are 

_ oWing very much to your Information. I there. 
fore leave the Matter wholly to your Prudence: 
aſſuring you, that as I had rather my ſelf ſuffer, 
than that the Trath ſhou'd for want of a ſutable 
Defenſe: So on the other hand, I am 1 
to expoſe my ſelf needleſly to the III- Will and 
Abuſes, that may poſſibly ariſe, if you publiſſi to 
the World theſe Papers, which come from 
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Tour Sincere Friend, &c. 
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